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HOUSE OF REPRESE NTATI VES. 
WEDNESDAY , J uly 31., 1912. 

The Howse met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, n D ., offer ed the fol- ' 

lowing prayer : 
We bless Thee, our Father in heaven, that by the example of 

e>ery pure, noble, self-sacrlficing life, especially br that <>f the 
Jesus of Nazareth which looms brighter and brighter as the 
year come illld go: we are brought, if we w:i.1.L in contact with 
the pure, life-giving .currents ever .flowing from the heart of the 
Father soul. 

I am come, said the Master, that they might have life, and 
that they might hav~ it more abundantly. 

Make us we beseech Thee, .susceptible to Thy holy influence 
that our li~es may be pure, Godlike. In the spirit of the Lord 
Christ. Amen. · 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday w as read and 
app1·ove4. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD . . Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a :request 
for unanimous consent. I understand from the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. :hi.ANN] , the leader of the minority, that a number 
of gentlemen on his side -0f the H ouse desire to have an op
portunity to-m-0rrow to attend the notification ceremonies whe~ 
P resident Taft will be notified -0f hiB nomination for the Presi
dency and do not desire to be in the House between the hours 
of 12 ~d 3 o'clock p. m . Recognizing that that is an important 
e-vent to that side of the House, I think that we should do the~ 
the courtesy of yielding to the request, and therefore I ask unam
mous consent that when the House meet to-morrow at 12 o'clock 
there shall be general debate until 3 o'clock, the time to be 

the seamen's bill and a number of -0ther bills that are made 
privileged. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask the Chair to put my 
request. 

The SPEAK.ER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
withdraw his sugge ti on? 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. I withdraw my sugge tion. 
The SPEAKER The gentleman from Alabama asks unan

imous consent that when the Honse meets to-morrow at 12 
o clock there shall be general debate fo·r three hours, the time 
to be controlled by the Speaker. In addition to that request he 
gives notice that at 3 o'clock, unless the conference report on 
the naval ·appropriation bill is up, he will call up for con. iclera.
tion the c-Otton bill. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it ?--s so ordered. 

IMPEACHMENT OF ROBERT W. ARCHBALD. 

The SPEAKER. In the matter -0f the impeachment of Robert 
W. Archbald the Chair refers to the managers on the part of 
the House the answer of Mr. Archbald. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by my associate 
managers on the part of the House to say that the managers 
were furnished on yesterday with a certified copy of the answer 
of Judge Archbald, additional circuit judge for the fu·st j udicial 
circuit, designated a judge in the Commerce Court. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair merely formally refers the 
matter. · 

Mr. CLAYTON. I so understand, Mr. Speaker, and I am fur
ther directed to say that the managers have considered the 
answer in th~ matter of the impeachment proceedings against 
Judge .Archbald and have directed me to present to the Hause, 
and ask its adoption, the replication to such an wer, and I a k 
that the Clerk read the replication. which I send to the desk. 
(H. Rept. 1119.) 

controlled by the Speaker. ? The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the replication. 
The SPEAKER. General debate npon what· The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. General ~ebate O!l the state of the ' Replication of the Homie of Representatives of the United States of 

Union, the Speaker to control the time. It enabl€s gentlemen. on .America to the answer of Robert w. Archbald, additional circuit 
this side who desire to deliver speeches to have the opportumty, · judge of the United States for the third judicial circuit, and desig-

d t 3, o'clock unless the conference' report on the naval bill nat~d a judge of the United ~tates .Commerce Court, to the articles 
an a • . f . of llllpeachment exhibited agamst him by the House of Representa-is taken up, I give notice that I shall move to take up or con- tives of the nited States of America. • 
sideration the cotton bill. The House of Representatives of the United States of .America, hav-

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- i1;J-g ~on~idered the sever.al answers of Robert w. Archbald, :'-d~itional 
S C nsent that when the House meet to-morrow at 12 o'clock c1rcmt Ju~ge _of the Umted .states for the third judicial chcmt, and 

mou o . . designatea a Judge of the Umted States Commerce Court, to the several it shall spend thI'ee hours m general debate, the time to be con- articles of impeachment against him by them exhibited in the name of 
trolled by the Speaker, and he gives notice that at the end of themselves and of all the people of th~ United St!ites, a?d res~rving 
th t tim unless the naval conference report is taken up he to themselves all .advantages . of except10n to the rn ufilciency, irrele· 

a e, . . ' b vancy and impertmancy of his answer to eacb and all of the several 
will call up the bill to revise the cotton schedule. Is there o · articles of impeachment so exhibited against the said Robert W . .A'..rch-
jection? bald, judge as afC!resai~, do say : . 

M • WILSON of Pennsylr-ania l\lr Speaker reservinO' the 1. That the said ~tides do severally set torth impeachable offenses, 
r. . · . . · ' "btil t high cr1mes, and misdemeanors, as defined m the Constitution of the right to object, I would like to ask if it would not be possi e 0 United States, and that the same are proper to be unswered unto by 

arrange that when we adjourn to-day we adjourn to meet at the said Robert w .. A~chbald, judge as afore.sa~d, and Sllffici:nt to be 
11 o'clock to-morrow morning for the purpose of taking up for entertained ~d adJud1cated by the Senate sittmg as a Cowt of Im-

. ' bill ~ch~~ 
con ideration the seamen s . 2. That the said House of Representatives of the United States of 

l\fr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit, Mem- America do deny e~ch an~ every ave1·ment in said s~veral answers, or 
bers upon this side of the House are invited to the White House ei~er of them, which demes or traver: es the act . mtents, cr~es, ?r 

. . . • • misdemeanors charged against the srud Robert W. Archbald m ru.d to attend the notification cer~momes and to lunc~eon to-mou.ow. articles of impeachment! or either of them, and to1: repllcation. to. said 
The ce1lemonies begin, I believe, at 11 o'clock m the morning, answers d<? say that said Robert. w. _Ar~h_bald, aa91tional cir~wt Judge 

d the luncheon is at 130 60 that it would not be practicable <>f the Umted States for the thud Judicial circwt, . and des1gnat~d a 
an · ' . judge of the United States Commerce Court, is guilty of the m1sbe-to accede to the request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. haviors high crimes, and mi demeanors charged in said articles, and 

1\Ir. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Would it be P-OSSible, then, to that the House of Representatives are ready to prove the same. 
reach an understanding that we proceed with the eonsideration Mr. CLAYTON. .Mr. Speaker, I moye the adoption of the 
of the seamen's bill at 3 o'clock? . replication. 

Mr. l\1AJ\~. Mr. Speaker, the .gentleman from Tennessee The SPEAKER. The que tion is on the motion of the gentle· 
[Mr. PADGETT] gave notice a few days ago that he would call up man fJ:om Alabarpa to adopt the replication. 
the conference report on the naval appropriation bill on Thurs- The question was taken, and the motion wa agreed to. 
day-to-morrow--and I take it that that is likely ~o be done, l\fr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent fo;, 
and, if not, the gentleman from Alabama gives notice that he the present consideration and adoption of the following reso .. 
will call up the cotton bill. I would say to the gentleman from lution. 
Pennsylvania that I do not think there will be any d~culty in The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
disposing of the seamen's bill and a number of other bills. 'Ihe Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. I do not think there will be, House resolution 654. 
if we can get it up for consideration. . Re.soz1,ea, 'l'hat a messaga be sent to the Senate by the Clerk of the 
· 1\1r. l\1A.1'TN. I mean before long, or before final adJournment. House informing the Senate that the House of Repi:esentativ~s. has 

I d not see any opportunity of doing it this week. adopted a replication to the answei· of Robert .w. ~rcbbald,. ad~1tionadl 0 
. circuit judge of the United States for the third Judicial ci.rcuit, nn Mr. UNDERWOOD. l\fr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman designated a judge of the United Stutes Commerce Cou1·t, to the articles 

from Pennsylvania that, so far as I am concerned, I shall be of impeachment exhibited against him, and that the sa~e will b~ pre-
• gl d to ee him have the opportunity to pass the seamen's ented to the Senate by the manag~rs on the ~art of the House, and 

very a . . also that the managers have authority to file with the ecretary of the 
bill. I am for it, but that bill has been pending lil the House Senate on the part of the House oi' Representatives, any subsequent 
two or three days and has had a fair opportunity. The supply pleadi.ligs wbieh they shall deem necessary. 
bills of the House and this tariff bill must be passed before ad- The question was taken and the resolution was agreed to. 
journment. They are matters of great public. importance, and • 
these other bills, in my judgment, ought to give way to them CONSEN_T TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 

until they are out of the way. l\Ir. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unani-
Mr. MANN. l\fr. Speaker, when these various bills go t o mou.s consent that on Saturday next, immediately after the 

conference I think !her-a will be plenty of opportunity t-0 pass reading of the J ournal, I be allowed t o address the House fo r 
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one hour, or such time as I may desire, in reply to the remarks 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RODENBERG]. 

The SPF~R. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that on next Saturday, immediately after the reading 
of the Journal, he be allowed to speak for one hour in answer 
to the remarks of Mr. -RODENBERG, of Illinois. Is there objec
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

LIMITATION OF HOURS OF EMPLOYEES ON PUBLIC WORKS. 

The SPEAKER. This is Calendar Wednesday, and the unfin
ished business before the House.is the bill H. R. 18787, and the 
House automatically resolves itself--

1\Ir. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, pending the 
House resolving itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union I would like to ask if we can have some 
arrangement about closing general debate on this bill. General 
debate on this bill continued all of last Wednesday,_ and I would 
like to see if we can not have an arrangement by which we can 
close general debate to-day. - · :> • 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, sev
eral gentlemen on this side desire to speak in general debate. 
I do not know about that side of the House. The gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. KINKEAD] the other day said he desired 
to be heard in general debate. I would be perfectly willing, I 
think, to close general debate not later than half past 3. 

l\fr. WILSON o:( Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask that 
general debate on this bill close not later than half past 3. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that general debate on this bill close not 
later than half past 3. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

'.rhe House automatically resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, with the gentle
man from North Carolina [Mr. PA.GE] in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con
sideration of the bill H. R. 18787, the title of which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill relating to the limitation c.f the hours of daily service of 

laborers and Jllechanics e~ployed upon a public work of the United 
States and of the District of Columbia, and of all persons employed 
in con::itructing, maintaining, or improving a river or harbor of the 
United States and of the District of Columbia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BAR
THOLDT] is recognized. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to tell the story of 
the Chicago contests. I was there, listened to the evidence, and 
voted on the cases as the facts warranted and my conscience 
·dictated. 

A man who loses his case is liable to abuse the court; hence 
I paid little attention to the cry of fraud and theft emanating 
from the camp of the defeated. But when United States Sena
tors--when men like CuMMINS and KENYON from Iowa and 
WORKS from California, in quasi-official pronoancements, talk 
about "tainted delegates" and an "illegal nomination,'' I feel 
it is time to sperrk out. Of course, it is not political expediency 
which prompts men of their caliber to make such statements; 
they actually believe what they say. But I assert without fear 
of successful contradiction that if they do honestly believe it, 
they have not read the record. That record-the stenographic 
report of the proceedings of the Republican national com.mi ttee 
and the committee on credentials, as well as an intelligent · 
resume of both-will soon be within reach of everybody; and 
after the gentlemen just named have read and studied it, I 
know what will happen-they will retract. At least, I believe 
them big enough to do so. The smaller fry, because it does 
not suit their political purpose, will probably not do it, and I 
do not expect them to. Although, gentlemen, I say frankly, if 
ever in our history political necessity imposed upon a public 
man the obligation of absolute mental honesty, even in the po
litical game, it is at this particular juncture. The life of the 
Republican Party depends upon it. 

It may happen in the life of a nation that it becomes im
patient with 1.he truth and with the men who utter it. Such 
a state of the public mind is invariably due· to the poison of 
malicious aspersion and calumny, insidiously spread, or if the 
temper of the people will permit, openly disseminated by the 
demagogue and the disgruntled .politician. But, Mr. Chairman, 
I h:rrn an abiding faith in the sense of tairness and justice 
of the American people, and in presenting my facts confidently 
rely on that fair play which is always born of their sober 
second thought. 

In my judgment, it is the solemn duty of every good American 
citizen between now and November to carefully study the evi
dence in the Chicago contests in order that he may form his 

own conclusions, and I predict that the Republican cause will 
be strengthened in exact proportion with the numbers of those 
who are willing to perform that duty. In other words, to weigh 
the evidence with impartial care will inevitably and irresistibly 
lead to the conclusion that every single contest has been decided 
strictly in accordance with its merits. In one important instance 
it will be foill!-d, the national committee gave the benefit of 
the doubt to the Roosevelt side when a decision in favor of the 
Taft delegates could have been defended with equal success. 
As a result of his investigation it will soon dawn upon the 
student of the evidence that a crime, unprecedented in its bru
tality, has been committed against the Republican Party by those 
who have rashly denounced the action of the committee and vili
fied its members without knowing the facts, and whose criti
cism, strange to say, was the more bitter the..less familiar they 
were with the evidence. Therefore, I ·say again, let each good 
Republican who believes his great party to be worth saving 
(I do not appeal to those who are merely looking for an excuse 
to desert it) read the record for himself. The discharge of this 
solemn duty will make him a good citiz~n and a better Repub
lican. 

THE MEETING OF THE NATIONAL COMMITTEE. 

When on June 6 the national committee convened at Chicago 
the political atmosphere was pregnant with electricity, and no 
one realized the gravity of the situation more keenly than did 
the members of the committee, upon whom at that moment the 
eyes of the whole Nation were turned. Who are those men? 
Political accidents, ephemeral nondescripts, satellites of a new 
will-o'-the-wisp brought to the surface by minority primaries? · 
Oh, no; each one of them was in 1908 the choice of his State 
delegation for membership in the highest party council; and 
many of them, as leaders of their State organizations had led 
their party through the storms of many political campaigns to 
victory. - I found the great majority of them to be men of 
affairs, earnest · and high-minded men of integrity, experience, 
and standing, but, above all, men actuated by the spirit of · 
party loyalty. Yes; they were and are Republicans. The 
prevailing sentiment among them was, as they gathered from 
all the States of the Union, a sense of solemn responsibility 
coupled with genuine feelings of regret over the bitterness of 
the contest. · 

We can not read the hearts of men, but there is strong cir
cumstantial evidence to prove the rectitude of the national com
mittee. It was patent to every member that there was but one 
possible remedy to relieve the strain, and that was to do justice, 
to decide the contests fairly and impartially. Let us see whether 
the members of the committee were actuated by such a desire. 
Surely, if it had been their intention to steal the nomination, 
they would have insisted on secret sessions and star-chamber 
methods, and furthermore, in order to be sure of their .prey, 
they would have convened just about two or three days before 
the convention and railwaded their plans through by sheer 
force of numbers: giving as an excuse that lack of time unfor- · 
tunately made a more careful consideration of the contests im
possib~e. Not only are there precedents for such procedure, but 
it was the course usually followed; it was the invariable party 
custom, because, after all, the national committee, by preparing 
the temporary roll, only determines the prim.a facie right to 
seats in the convention, while the final determination of the con
tests is left to the convention itself. Now, I ask you, what did 
the national committee do in this instance? If you are fair, you 
will admit that every single arrangement tended to the promo
tion of right and justice. In the first place, the committee con
vened 12 days before the convention and actually consumed 9 
working days--from the morning of Thursday, June 6, to the 
night of Saturday, June 15-with the consideration of the con
tests, and, needless to say, the presentation of the evidence com
manded the closest attention from beginning to end. So thor
ough, in fact, w:ts the investigation that not a single point, once 
raised, was allowed to remain in doubt, and it was the consensus 
of opinion that never before in the history of national conven
tions were contests heard with more scrupulous care and more 
searching inquiry into details. So much for that. 

Now, as to the custom of hearing and deciding contests in 
secret session, I am happy to say that the first thing the com
mittee did was to depart from this time-honored custom and 
to open the doors to all the press associations of the country in 
order that the public might actually hear the evidence in con
junction with the committee. The minority proposed to also 
admit correspondents of individual newspapers, but this was 
deemed unnecessary as every daily paper in the United States is 
affiliated with either one or the other of the five press associa
tions, so that the purposes of publicity were deemed to be 
amply subserved by the original plan. Besides, these associa
tions vouchsafed impartial service, their newspaper cus-
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tamers being recruited from both camps, while individual cor
respondents would have written accounts colored to suit the 
attitude of their papers. Even to-day I sincerely rejoice in the 
wisdom of an arrangement which insured full publicity and at 
the same time that impartiality of the reports without which 
the tongues of calumny would have had a still wider sway. 
And I lea>e it confidently to the judgment of .the American 
people whether arrangements which insured ample time for 
careful consideration as well as fullest publicity smacked of 
burglary or of an attempt to steal the nomination, or whether 
they are not corroborative evidence of the most positive kind 
that the majority, with the sun of heaven as their witness 
were bent on doing the fair and square thing. ' 

In discussing these preliminaries which throw so strikillg a 
light on the motives of the majority I have purposely avoided 
all reference to the main issue, and in the following explanation 
of the contests I shall continue to do so for the reason that the 
final defeat or success of the one or the other presidential can
didate had nothing whatever to do with the merits of the cases 
we were called upon to decide. In the committee room too the 
main question was never the subject of even private ~onv~rsa
tion. There was, however, tremendous pressure from the out
side, emanating mainly from the impetuous followers of the 
third-term candidate. One day we were told the committee 
had no right to sit in judgment on the contests and should make 
room for the newly elected members, the next day it was argued 
that the delegates from the South sholl!.d not be permitted to 
vote in the convention as these States never contributed any 
electoral >ote to a R ~publican candidate. These efforts to force 
a change of the rules while the game was in progress were the 
more ludicrous because these rules were handed down to us by 
con>entions over which the third-term candidate himself has 
held undisputed control. Why had he not changed them then? 
And the southern delegates seem to have been regarded as very 
valua}:>le ac~uisitions by that same candidate, judging from the 
way m which Mr. McHarg went after them and from the in
disputable evidence touching attempts to buy them. When all 
these arguments proved unavailing with the committee, then 
came the attempt at intimidation by physical force. News 
reached the hall that the party's chieftains were to be mobbed, 
and really there must have been some foundation to that rumor, 
for the police department took extra precautions for the pro· 
tection of the committee. · 

taken very seriously. They served a useful purpose, and . now the 
national committee is deciding them in favor of Taft in most cases 
without real division. 

It is needless to describe th.e effect of the discoverv of this 
f~aud upon the national committee. No one had heard the can
didate to b~ benefited protest against it, and the fact that be 
acquiesced m and condoned it warrants the conclusion that he 
~ould have been _perfectly willing to profit by it if the major
i~ of the committee had been his pliant tools. Talk about 
tamt~. delegates and adopting the motto, "Thou ~halt not 
steal! Mr. Chairman, it is a well-settled rule that the man 
who would appeal to a court of equity must come with clean 
hands. The court of equity in this case are the American peo
ple. W~at do. they think of that candidate's hands? Are they 
not reekmg_with the filth of deception? And has he not, as .a 
result of this bunko game, forever forfeited his right to raise a 
moral issue with anybody and on any pretext? 

THE REAL CONTESTS. 

By unanimous votes or viv.a voc-e votes the original number 
of 238 contests insti~uted against Taft delegates was finally 
reduced to the followmg 72 : 

Delegates. 

li~il1~=i=11 __ ~~~i=-=~~~~~~=-;;f f ~~=-=-~~ir~~-i I 
Second 'l'ennessee :::.:::.:::::::::.:::.:::.:::.:::::::::.:::.:::.::::::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::.:::::::::.:::--------------- ~ 
N" th T ---------------
T~~as ail~~s~~~==:::::::::.::::::.:::.::::::.::::::.:::-:::----------------------------- ~ 
~st,' seconl fourth, seventh, elghth~-nillth,-tenth~-a.nd-fourteentii 
~a~~1~~t~n.:-at1a~ite:::::::::::::::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::.::::::::::::::::::.:::::::::::::::::::::::: 1s 
First, second, and third Washington___________________________ G 

Total------------------------------------------------ 72 
INDIANA AND MISSOURI AT LARGE. 

It is worthy of note that the delegates at large from Indiana 
are not included in this list. The fact is that the Taft delegates 
were seated by a unanimous vote, yet you no doubt remember 
Mr. Roosevelt's shrieking cry of fraud at the time of the Iu
diana State convention. It is confidently asserted by men who 
should know that that outcry was in type before the polls were 

noGus CONTESTS. open~d. The contest turned on the vote of .Marion County with 
While thus the tempest raged outside of the meeting room the city of Indianapolis which, according to the Star new paper 

the committee calmly proceeded with its business, bent upon published in that city, was as follows: Taft delegates, 6,1G3; 
allaying the trouble in the party, if possible, by a fair deter- Roosevelt delegates, 1,480. Mr. Roosevelt's followers on tile 
mination of the contests. Permit me now to tell the story of committee voted to sustain ' the Taft delegates, but has anybody 
these contests. Altogether there were 252 seats contested, 238 heard Mr. Roosevelt take back his false accusations by which 
by the Roosevelt people and 14 by the Taft people. While the the popular mind was so grossly mislead? · 
surprisingly large number of contests filed against Taft dele- Mr. WARBURTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
gates seemed significant, the committee was ignorant of their Mr. BARTHOLDT. Would not the gentleman permit ml! to 
real nature when it began its work, but after the first Alabama finish my remarks? 
cases had been heard it dawned upon the members that they l\fr. WARBURTON. It is in reference to a statement the 
were bogus contests, started, as an afterthought months afte'r gentlemll.n just made in regard to Indiana. 
the regular party conventions had elected Taft delegates. They The CHAIRl\IAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
were the work of Ormsby McHarg, who bad gone South for that Mr. BARTHOLDT. I will. 
purpose. And what is true of Alabama proved to be also true . l\fr. ~ ARB~TON: I understood the gentleman to say that 
of Virginia, Florida, and Georgia. In all these States the I!l Indi~apolis, Mar10,;i- County, l\fr. Taft received something 
Roosevelt contests were devised for the sole purpose of deceiv- like a llttle less than ',000 votes, and Col. Roosevelt 1,000. I 
ing the public-i. e., of making a showing for Roosevelt and understand t~e gentleman that he thinks that was a sufficient 
cutting down Taft's uncontested totals. I do not ask you to vote at the primary and undoubtedly gave Mr. Taft the right to 
take my word for this, as there is twofold proof for the truth the votes. . · 
of the assertion. That the Roosevelt members of the commit- Mr. BARTHOLDT. I did not catch the gentleman's question. 
te(I joined hands with the Taft members to throw these contests Mr. W ARBU~TON.. I will repeat it. I understood the gen-
out and that the Yates of the committee on the motions to seat tleman to sa~, m Manon Co~nty, Ind., ~ which Indianapolis is 
the Taft delegates were unanimous, is alone convincing evidence located, President Taf~ received somethmg less ~an 7,000 and 
of the frivolous nature of these contests, but we have addi- Col. 1:l00sevelt something over 1,000. ~ow, I will ask him ·if 
tional proof in the shape of a confession from a Roosevelt h~ thmk.s that that would be a sufficient vote to control In-
newspaper, the Washington Times, owned by Mr. Frank Munsey, dianapolis--
one of the largest contributors to the Roosevelt campaign, which, l\fr. BARTHOLDT. Yes. . 
on June D, 1912 (after the national committee had discovered Mr. WAR~URTO.N .. Well, ~ow I will C?me to what I want 
and exposed the swindle), let the cat out of the bag in the fol- to ask .. rn~~napohs, m Manon County, is about the size of 
lowing language: Seattle, rn Kmg County--

On the day when Roosevelt formally announced that he was a can
didate something over a hundred delegates had actually been selected 
~Vhen Senator Dixon took charge of the campaign a tabulated sl1ow: 
11;1g of delegates sele~ted to date would have looked hopelessly one
s1ded. For psychological effect, as a move in practical politics. it was 
necessary for the Roosevelt people to start contests on these early 
'l'aft selections in order that a tabulation of delegate' strength could 
be put out that would show Roosevelt holding a good hand. In the 
game a table showing Taft 150, Roosevelt 19, contested none would 
~ot be ve1·y much calculated to inspire confidence, whereas on~ show
mg Taft 23, Roosevelt 19 contested 127, looked very different. That 
Is the whole story of the iarger number of southern contests that were 
started early in the game. It was never expected that they would be 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I do not see-
Mr. WARBURTON. I will state to the gentleman--
Mr. BARTHOLDT. I do not see how you can compare those 

two contests, and when we come. to Washington I will be glad 
to take up that cont~st with the gentleman, but let me ask the 
gentleman, since he has interrupted me, Is he a bull moose or 
for President Tnft? 

Mr. WARBURTON. I have just filed as a Republican in my 
State, and I exercise the right to vote for ex-President Roose
velt or President Taft when the time comes. 

Mr. BARTBOLDT. You can not do that as a Republican. 
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Mr. WARBURTON. Watch me 'Clo it. 

· Mr. BARTHOLDT. You can not honorably._ Y{}u can not 
ride two horses at a time. 

_Ir. WARBURTON. I do not try to do so. 
l\Ir. YOUNG of l\Iichigan. Which one? 
l\Ir. CLAYTON. He just ha.s not made up his mind yet. 

- Mr. W AP..BURTON. I did not say that. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. When I was interrupted I was speaking 

about Missouri, and said that the Missouri contest .at' large had 
been decided in favor of the Roosevelt delegates. 

b!i"'souri is. also left out of this list because the contest -at 
large was decided in favor of the Roosevelt delegates. It was a. 
ca e, as I said before, in which, · by the action of. the eom
mittee, an actual doubt '\\as dissolved in fayor -of the Roosevelt 
side. If the committee had ruled that the delegation be divided, 
such action oould haTe been successfully defended on account of 
a well-authenticated understanding between the opposing con
vent ion leaders to divide the delegates and refrain from in
structing them, which understanding had been violated. In the 
face of the committee's action in this case can you make any 
sane person belieTe that the aim und jpurpose of the committee 
was to steal delegates? This one case alone should suffice to 
set public -opinion Tight -0n this question. 

ALA.BAM.A. 

Ur. Chairman, I shall not permit myself to be dissuad-ed from 
my purpose to tell the truth about the contests above enumer· 
ated even by a realization of the difficulty of changing th~ 
people's minds. Right in connection with the first case on the 
list, the ninth Alabama, I ean :show that the truth has been 
morta1ly. wounded by poi oned arrows from OysteT Bay, yet I 
confidently believe that the truth will live and that our great 
party can not be killed by prevarication. Because of its de
cision seating the two Taft delegates, Mr. Roosevelt issued fl 

bitter diatribe which the country eagerly swallowed, of course, 
and in which he ·intimated that men had been sent to the peni
tentiary for les er offenses, but fortunately for the truth he 
did not stop th~re. He proceeded to tell the facts in the case 
as he understood them, and this ena.bles me to 'Show ihow utterly · 
misinformed he was. ~idently he had heard but one side, 
and with this faulty information he rushed into print. Says he: 

The Republican committee of t::Ws district, composed -0f 30 membe1·s, 
met to call the convention. Eighteen members were favorable to my 
candidacy, 12 to Mr_ Taft's. 'l'he •.raft men conceded that · this was 
the regular dist rict committee and began by participating in the meet· 
Ing, but as soon as it developed that the Roosevelt men were in the 
majority th~ 12 Taft men left the meeting and 'Called a -convention 
of their own, leaving 18 members, a clear majority of the regulfil• com
mittee, to call the i·egular convention in which the Roosevelt delegates 
we1<e ·named. No serious -evidenee was presented by the national com
mittee to contravene these facts. 

Of course not. The national committee presents no evi
dence, but it was pr-esented to the committee by the RepubUcans 
of the ninth Alabama district, and they did not only contravene 
the facts as stated by Mr. Roosevelt but told the rest of the 
story, namely, that the whole contr-0Tersy had been pas ed 
upon by the people themselves, inasmuch as the four counties 
in the district recognized and responded to the Taft call for 
the district eonvention, holding delegate conventions in two and 
mass conventions in the other two counties. When the distlict 
convention met all four counties were represented by unchal
lenged delegations and two Taft delegates were duly elected 
without opposition. The call of the R<msevelt faction, on 
the other hand, was ignored by all but one county. So the 
people have spoken in this case, and the question as to whether 
th0 Taft or the Roosevelt call was the regular one was · decided 
by the Republican voters themselves. Shall the people rule? 
And more than that, the State c-onvention passed upon the 
case by recognizing the delegates ·from those four counties who 
had been elected under the Taft ea.Il, and the national com
mittee, by a unanimous vote, seated the delegates at large 
elected by that State convention. From these facts-I want 
the House and the country to listen to this in view of Air. 
Roose1elt's course in this case-it appears that even if we con
ceded e-rery claim he makes in the above statement the decision 
was bound to be. in favor of the Taft delegates, fJ..lld. in truth 
the attorneys for the Roosevelt side never claimed regularity 
for the election of their delegates, but merely questioned the 
regularity of the call owing to a split in the committee. And 
what about that? When the committee met a dispute a.rose 
as to the right of certain persons to serve as members of the 
committee, and this resulted. in each faction holding a separate 
meeting in the same hall. It was well established by the evi
dence that the Ta.ft committee had the larger number of .mem
bers whose .right to serve was not que~tioned, to wit, 13. The 
right of the other two, William Latham and Harvey Hardin, 
who e votes were necessary to make a quorum (15) was chal
lenged. It was claimed that n-ot Willia.m Latham but his 

·brother J'ames -was a member of the committee. There was 
ample eYidence, Irnwever, that William Latham had been regu
larly elected a member of the committee and that he had pre
viously :acted in that -capacity. As to Hardin, there was n-0 
ql.Iesti<>n about his membership, but a few days before the 
meeting he had sent his resignation, to take effect only in case 
he was not present. He did appear, however, in ample time 
.for the meeting, yet the Roosevelt chairman refused to recog
nize him .a.nd had appointed other men to fill this as well as · 
other vacancies. His right to do so was sharply challenged 
an.ii it developed that his authority to fill vacancies was inter: 
polated in a certain resolution, as it was · written in betw-een 
the lines m different writing and different-colored pencil. This 
gave rise to a question of fact upon which a yery large majority 
of the national committee held that the 1end-pendl insertion 
was a forgery, hence that the chairman dicl not ha -re tlle 
authority to fill vacancies. and therefore the action of the Roose
velt committee was not valid. 

I well remember the following question, asked by a Roosen~lt 
member of the nr.tional committee in addressing a Taft witness: 

Are you willing to make an affidavit that these lines in the resulutfon 
conferring authority on the chairman to fill vacancies were interpol.nted2 

Answer : 
Yes, sil.·. 

That ·ended the matter, of course. Now, compare these facts 
with what Mr. Roosevelt says; 

·The contest against the two regula.rl:y elected Roosevelt deleg:ites 
had literally na foundati-0n whatever, even of the most filmsy deserip
_tion. There was n-0 more grolID.d for unseating these delegates than 
there would be, for example, in unseat.mg the Taft delegates from Roode 
Islruid, or in any djstrict in any State wbere there is no contest what· 
ever. • 

Mr. Chairman, as you have seen, this contest would ha\e been 
decided by any jury in the land in fa rnr of the Taft delegates 
without them leaving their seats, yet JI.Ir. Roosevelt made it the 
basis of a most virulent attack, with the plain intention of incit
ing the passions of his hysterieal follower and bringing down 
upon the heads of the national committee the contempt as well 
as the indignation and wrath of the American people. Tha 
language of the Chicago anarchists which precipitated the Hay
market riots was incendiary, and the law reached out after · 
them, poor wretches that they were. Is there no law to reach 
a prominent offender? I say it would be unpardonable to incite 
and poison the minds of the people at a time -0f great nervous 
tension, even if there were justification for it, but to do so as a 
result of misinformation and when you are clearly in the wrong 
is nothing less than criminal. And as 1\lr. Roosevelt has n.ot 
yet seen fit to apologize to the nati-onal committee on account of 
the cruel injustice he has done them, I ·take this occasion to 
solemnly protest, on behalf of myself and my then colleagues, 
against the unwarranted reflecti-0n upon the integrity and the 
honor of the committee, a.swell as against the infamous attempts 
to create, by untruthful statements, a false ·public sentiment 
regarding the Chiea.go contests, to the great detriment of the 
Republican Party and its national candidates. 

It is natural that after this Oyster Bay utterance in which, 
among other thingE, it is hypocritically asserted that the Re
publican Party is "an instrument for good government which 
it is wicked to destroy," the people should have become dis
trustful and suspicious with regard to the action of th.e na
tional committee in all the eonte&ts yet to be decided, and the 
Ninth Alabama was only the start. But I am determined upon 
pitting the truth against that suspicion with a view to eradi
cating it at least from the minds of all those who are able and 
willing to read, and, therefore, I propose to discuss all the con
tests included in the so-called "purging re olution." 

ARIZO:N'A.. 

In the .Arizona case the seats of the six Taft delegates a.t 
large were contested on the ground of a rump convention 
having been held by the Roosevelt adherents in a corner of the 
same hall in which the regular convention was taking place. 
The rump convention was attended by 25 delegates, while 64 
delegates remained in the regular or Taft convention. Although 
there had been contests in Maricopa and other counties, only 
one such contest was presented to the State committee when it 
made up the temporary rolL This was from Cochise County, 
and it was decided to seat both delegations with one-half vote 
each, with the understanding that both delegations should pre
sent their case to the c-0.mmittee on credentials when appointed 
by the convention. In the State convention the Taft men were 
in control by a. large majority, but the moment the temporary 
cha.itman had taken his seat a number of persons, including 
about 17 whose names · were on the temporary ro11, puslled to 
the right-hand side of the hall, one of their number mounted 
the platform~ and after 15 or 20 minutes of noise and confusion 
they left the hall and did not return. The Arizona contest is 
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the result of the proceedings so conducted during that space of 
time. The record of this so-called convention showed the ap
pointment and report of committees and the elecJion of dele
gates to the national convention, but it was conceded that these 
reports, including that of the committee on credentials, had 
been prepared in advance. In other words, the Roosevelt people 
knew they would be in a minority in the convention and had 
staged and prepared for the bolt in advance. The regular con
vention remained in session for several hours longer and trans
acted its business in a legal and proper way, not even forgetting 
a vote of thanks to the citizens of Tucson who had arranged 
for the entertainment of the first Republican convention in the 
new State. Is there any one who doubts the correctness of the 
decision of the national committee that this convention was 
the only regular and legal convention held in the State of 
Arizona? 

.ARKANSAS. 

l\Ir. Roosevelt's · ust of "stolen delegates" also contains the 
two delegates from the fifth dish·ict of Arkansas. This contest 
was, as the gentleman from Wyoming [l\Ir. MONDELL] properly 
characterized it, a joke and a farce. Four years ago the 
national committee decided which faction represented the regu
lar organization in that district, and as no appeal was taken to 
the committee on credentials, that decision remained in force. 
The ora-anization so recognized was practically the only one 

· in existence; it put congressional candidates in the field in 
1908 and 1910, maintained county committees, and on May 6, 
1912, held its regular district convention at Little Rock to 
again nominate a candidate for Congress and elect two delegates 
to the national convention. All its proceedina-s were in due 
and regular form. and the one contest presented was settled by 
seating both delegations with a half vote each. In the me~
time it seems the old defunct organization, called the Reddmg 
faction had been resurrected to secure two Roosevelt delegates, 
and it held a "convention" on the same day and also at Little 
Rock but in another hall. Only three days' notice had been 
gi"ren of the convention, and there was no evidence as t~ how 
many delegates attended it and whether they were Repubhcans. 
The national committee reaffirmed its decision of four years ago 
and recognized the two Taft delegates elected by the regular 
organization. 

CALIFORNIA. 

If noise were a test of merft, the protest of the Californians 
against the two Taft delegates from San Francisco might be 
adjudged as valid. The Roosevelt delegation from California, 
including several Democrats and led by a former Democrat and 
up to the Chicago convention an alleged Republican, the fire
eating governor of that State, certainly made a desperate at
tempt to carry the day by physical effort rather than by con
vincing argument. 'l'he facts in the case are as plain as day
light. It was anticipated that President Taft would c~1Ty the 
San Francisco district for several reasons, but especially be
cause of his support of that city as the location for the Panama 
Exposition. In order to head off this Taft victory and to steal 
the district, as one of the Taft men put it, a law was rushed 
through the legislature seeking to enforce· the State u!1it rule. 
In the fourth district the two candidates on the Taft ticket ex
pressed a preference for Taft, but did not agree, the law per
mitting such discretion, to vote for the candidate receiving the 
highest vote in the State. At the election they received a major
ity of 300 over the Roosevelt delegates in the district. The 
national call expressly forbade any law or the acceptance of 
any law which prevented the election of delegates by districts, 
hence the California statute was passed in direct violation of 
the party law which, in accordance with the principle of home 
rule, recognizes the district as the unit and has been in vogue 
ever since 18 0. · . 

l\lr. AUSTIN. The California law was passed, was it not, 
after the national committee had issued its call and had laid 
down rules under which these delegates should be elected? 

l\Ir. BARTHOLD'l'. Yes; it was passed for the purpose of 
getting these California districts which they ~new would be for 
Taft. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Before the gentleman passes from that, is it 
not a fact that in a previous national convention this very issue 
was fought out and delegates representing every State in the 
Union decided that the delegates from a district could not be 
elected by the State convention? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. True; that was the convention of 1880. 
It is a well-settled fact that a State has no power to pre

scribe the manner of representation in the national conven
tion of a voluntary party organization. If the authority of 
law were to be recognized at all to control national party con
ventions it would have to be the authority of national law. 
Under a' strict construction of its call the national committee 
could have unseated all 24 Roosevelt delegates, but, instead of 

taking advantage of a technicality, it admitted them together 
with the two Taft delegates from the fourth district, and the 
seating of the latter was in strict accordance with the law and 
precedent established in 1880 and followed in unbroken line 
ever since. 

.Mr. WARBURTON. May I interrupt the gentleman? 
Mr. BARTROLDT. I wi.sh the gentleman would not inter

rupt me now. · 
Mr. WARBURTON. He has been interrupted by other gen

tlemen, and I would like to have the same privilege. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. I thought we would fight it out on 

Washington. 
Mr. WARBURTON. You said it hnd always been the rule. 

I want to say the State of Washington has always elected its 
delegates at large, and they have always been seated. 

1\fr. AUSTIN. I want to ask the gentleman if there is any 
controversy or question over them? 

l\f~. WARBURTON. I do not think so. 
l\fr. MANN. Did . they not once elect their Members of Con

gress at large? 
l\Ir. WARBURTON. Up until about eight years ago. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. If that is the case, they surely have 

departed from this rule at this particular time, becau e at the 
meeting of the national committee of which I speak the Uoose
velt people from Washington made a fight with respect to the 
delegates at large, eight in number, and they also made a fight 
with re pect to the delegates from the first, second, and third 
districts of Washington. 

l\lr. WARBURTON. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question there. In the third district of Wa hington, in accord
ance with the report and rule of the State committee, ea tern 
Washington had four Roosevelt delegates to Taft's one, and yet 
you seated in some manner-I do not know how-the two dele
gates from that district. 

INDIANA. 

.Mr. BARTHOLDT. In the thirteenth district of Indiana the two 
Roosevelt contestants based their claims upon a rump convention 
which was held by a few Roosevelt followers, not more than 30 in 
number, after the regular convention had been in ses ion three 
and one-half hours and had transacted its business and ad
journed. At this rump convention there was no roll call of the 
delegates, the persons present did not sit down, no secretary 
was elected, but a self-appointed chairman, by viva voce vote, 
declared the election of two delegates and two alternates to the 
national convention. The regular convention had been riotous, 
and the confusion and uproar was kept up by the Rooserelt 
men for more than three hours. They resorted to these tactics 
after a Taft man had been elected permanent chairman by a 
Yery close vote, 71i to 70t. This vote had been taken while 
the proceedings were still orderly, and it was a test vote favor
ing the Taft side. A dispute about the selection of the member 
from Fulton County for the committee on credentials was the 
signal for the "rough house" to be started, but during the 
confusion the report of the committee on credentials was 
adopted and the Taft delegates were elected. For 15 minutes 
the chairman, with a loud voice and through a megaphone, had 
called upon the Roosevelt men to make nominations for dele
gates, but none were announced. When the ayes and noes were 
called on the election of the delegates there were no noes, th<! 
Roosevelt delegates failing or refusing to vote. Adjournment · 
followed, and the rump convention already described was held. 
A quorum of the convention was 72, the rump convention waa 
attended' by not more than 30 delegates. At the hearing bei 
fore the national committee a new kind of evidence was pre
sented by counsel for the Roosevelt contestants, namely, affida· 
vits purporting to show that a majority of the convention had 
not voted for the Taft delegates. But as the result of the vote had 
not been questioned at the convention, the national committee, 
while permitting the affidavits to be read, declined to recognize 
them as valid evidence on the ground that duly declared and 
certified convention results must stand if no question was raised 
in the convention itself. This contest was decided for Taft, and 
I believe properly, by a vote of 36 to 14. 

KENTUCKY. 

The next on the Roosevelt list of" stolen" delegates are those 
from the seventh, eighth, and eleventh dish·icts of Kentucky. 
The contest of the delegates at large of that State had beep. 
abandoned by the Roosevelt people after it had been shown be
fore the national committee that if all the contested seats in 
the State convention-449 in number-had been given to 
Roosevelt, his strength in the convention would have still been . 
297 votes short of a majerity. The test vote of the convention 
was taken on the adoption of the report of the committee on . 
credentials, the vote being 1,872 to 434 in favor of "raft. There 
was no protest or bolt of any description. The contest filed 
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as an afterthought is on a par with the fake contests from the 
other Southern States. 

As to the seventh and eighth dis_tricts I adopt as my views 
the state!I)ents prepared by counsel at the request . of the na
tional committee. They are as follows: "In the seventh Ken
tucky district the total vote of the convention. was 145. There 
were contests from four counties, involving 95 'votes. .Accord
ing to the rules of the party in Kentucky, where two sets of 
credentials are presented, those delegates whose credentials 
are approved· by the county chairman are entitled to participate 
in the temporary organization. On the temporary roll the Taft 
chairman was elected by 98 votes and 47 votes were cast for 
the Roosevelt candidate. The committee on credentials was 
then appointed, consisting of one member named by each county 
delegation. The majority report of the committee was adopted 
unanimously by the conventi<!]l, no delegation whose seats were 
contested being permitted to vote on its own case. As soon as 
the majority report of the credentials committee had been 
adopted the Roosevelt adherents bolted. There was not · the 
slightest reason for · sustaining the contest for the Roosevelt 
delegates. 

The eighth Kentucky district was composed of 10 counties, 
having 163 votes, of which 82 were necessary to a choice. 
There was no contest in 5 of the counties, and, although the 
Roosevelt men claimed that there was one in Spencer County, 
no contest was presented against the seating of the regularly 
elected Taft delegates from that county. This gave the Taft 
delegates 84 votes, or 2 more than were necessary for a choice. 
In other words, assuming that the Roosevelt men were entitled 
to all the delegates from the counties in which they filed con
tests in the district convention, there remained a clear ma
jority of uncontested delegates who voted for · the Taft dele
gates to Chicago. 

The contest in the eleventh district of Kentucky resulted in 
a compromise, the national committee placing one Taft and one 
Roosevelt man on the temporary roll of the convention. The 
decision was reached because there was an honest doubt in the 
minds of the members. The whole trouble in the district con
vention arose over the arbitrary action of the chairman of the 
congressional committee, a Roosevelt man, who called the 
convention to order and, in violation of all party law and cus
tom, appointed a committee on credentials himself, instead of 
permitting the delegations from the several counties to name 
the members. This caused the Taft men to hold a separate 
convention, with 284 lawfully elected delegates out of a total 
membership of 384. The national committee would have been 
justified in seating both Taft men, and yet it is said they were 
"stealing" delegates. 

MICHIGAN. 

In th~ "purging resolution" presented to the national con
vention the Roosevelt contingent also claimed the six delegates 
at large from Michigan for their chieftain. That contest, after 
it had been decided by the national committee in favor of the 
Taft delegates by a viva voce vote, was not even -presented to 
the committee on credentials or the convention. It was too 
plain a case. The first roll call in the State convention resulted 
in 67 votes for the Roosevelt side and 818 for Taft. There were 
contests from Wayne and Calhoun Counties, but when the State 
committee made up the temporary roll the Roosevelt people 
failed to present their cases. They also failed to appear before 
the committee on credentials, although ample ·opportunity was 
given them to present their claims. The evidence left no doubt 
that the Taft men had carried Detroit (Wayne County) by a 
large majority, but even subtracting from the total vote of the 
convention the vote of the two contested counties, the Taft 
delegates still outnumbered the Roosevelt men by several hun
dred. .As was their tactics everywhere in the country, the 
Roosevelt delegates made all the noise possible, but finally they 
grew tired and bolted the convention with not to exceed 200 out 
of a total of 1,312. .At all times until the adjournment of the con
vention nearly 1,000 delegates were present and participated in 
the proceedings of the election of the six delegates at large. 
What, I ask, is your opinion of the mental condition or the 
moral make-up of a man who, in the face of these facts, brazenly 
sticks to his assertion that these six delegates were stolen by 
the national committee? 
- 'l'he CH.AIRl\fAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 

has expired. · 
i\lr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, can not I have .a little 

more time? 
.Mr. l\fANN. How much more time does the gentleman desire? 
l\Ir. BARTHOLDT. I think I can .finish in about 15 minutes. 

· l\Ir. l\lA.NN. I ask unanimous conserrt that the gentleman 
from Missouri have 30 minutes more. 

l\Ir. B.A.RTHOLDT. Thank you. 

XLVIII-62G 

Mr . . ROBINSON. _The gentleman states that he can conclude 
in 15 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman is mistaken. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Reserving the right to object, I would sug

gest ,to the gentleman that he take the 15 minutes. 
. Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will not object to my 

request. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Let me conclude. 
Mr. ROBINSON. I will not object. 
The CH.AIRl\1.AN. The gentleman from Illinois [l\lr. 1\1.A.NN] 

asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
IlARTHOLDT] have 30 minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

l\fr. YOUNG of Michigan. I will ask the gentleman if it did 
not also clearly appear that if the Roosevelt delegates had been 
seated from the counties of Calhoun and Wayne that there still 
woul<l have been a majority in the convention for Taft? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes; and I am also going to show that 
in my statement. 

l\Ir. SAl\.JUEL W. SMITH. Is not the gentleman mistaken 
as to the total number of delegates to the Michigan conven
tion_:_ 1,800? 

l\lr. BA.RTHOLDT. That was the number of delegates who 
were entitled to seats in the convention. 
' Mr. YOUNG of l\Iichigan. I think you are mistaken as to 
the total number. It was 1,218. You are 500 to high. 

1\Ir. SAMUEL W. SUITH. I think the gentleman is mis
taken, and I think it ought to be corrected-. 

Mr. B.AR'.rHOLDT. I am glad the gentleman calls my atten
tion to . it. It is evidently a misprint. I shall make the cor
rection. But that does not change in any way the argument. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. It does not change the result of 
your reasoning in this respect. 

OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. B.ARTHOLDT. In the third Oklahoma district the chair
man of the district committee was a Roosevelt man by the name 
of W. S. Cochran. He knew the committee stood 12 for Taft 
and 7 for Roosevelt, and so when the 19 members met to make 
up the temporary roll of the convention Cochran attempted to 
prevent the majority from taking action. 

l\lr . .AUSTIN. That was the name of the chairman? 
· Mr. BARTHOLDT. That was the name of the chairman. 
.Although the convention was to meet at 11 o'clock, he arbi

trarily announced the committee adjourned until 1.30 p. m. and 
walked out with six of his henchmen. .A motion to depose the 
chairman was then made and received 11 votes, a majority, and 
this majority then elected a new chairman and proceeded to 
transact the business before the committee. The convention 
was duly called to order on the temporary roll prepared by the 
congressional committee, which roll was made permanent, 
whereupon the two Taft delegates fo Chicago were duly elected. 
Every county in the district was represented and voted in the 
regular convention. Cochran held a bolting convention in an
other hall whose membershill. was largely made up of bystand
ers and kliers without credentials from any county in the dis
trict. I n !most feel like apologizing to the House for fa king up. 
so much time with the discussion of contests as flimsy and friv· 
olous as this one, but it forms part of the ground upon which 
the Roosevelt claims are based. I ask you, was there any al
ternative for the national committee but to ~ustain the action 
of the regular convent.ion? 

TENNESSEE. 

In the second '.rennessee district, so ably represented by my 
friend Mr . .AusTiN, there were 59 delegates uncon tested out 
of a possible total of 108 in the convention. There were 49 
contested. Tpe Roosevelt -contestants in the 49 refused to 

·abide the decision of the committee on credentials and- with
drew, leaving 59 uncontested delegates. These 59, a number 
of whom were Roosevelt men, remained · in the convention, 
appointed the proper committees, settled contests, and proceeded 
to select Taft delegates. .A few bolters held a meeting which 
they styled a convention and elected Roosevelt delegates, but 
being doubtful themselves about the legality of their procedure 
they unearthed the skeleton of a defunct committee which years 
before had been declared irregular, and by this means held 
another convention in which only a few counties were repre
sented and which selected as delegates two men who had taken 
part in the regular convention formerly held. 

l\lr . .AUSTIN. If the gentleman will permit me, I will state 
that a majority of the uncontested Roosevelt delegates partici
pated in the conyention that elected the two Taft delegates. 
They refused to go into the other, or Roosevelt, convention. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I am glad the gentleman made that state
ment. 
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·Mr. AUS'llIN. Will the gentleman permil me there, in order 
that we may get·all the facts in reference to that contest? The 
pl1

_ committee, twice repudiated at the polls by the people and 
- by the Republican national congressional committee, was: re

vived. It is composed of a membership of 10, and of the 10; 
members 4,- 1 understand, met and. issued a call for the second 
convention, and of the 10 counties composing the second con~ 
gressional district there were only 4 that held county conven
tions to send delegates to the second convention, and of" the 4 
counties, the largest being Knox County, the Taft men cap
tured that convention and by a vote •of about 250 to 25 refused 
to send delegates to the second convention. 

Before I close I want to say this, that when this contest was 
presented to the committee on credentials--

Mr. HOWARD. I will ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. AUSTIN] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BAR
THOLDT] to speak a little louder~ The tare of this rascality at 
Chicago is very interesting and we would like to hear it on this 
side. 

' Mr: AUSr_rJJN. When this- second-district contest was pre
sented to the committee on credentials at Chicago, having 18· 
Roosevelt men on it, I insisted upon a roll ca~ and of the 18 
Roosevelt men on the committee on credentials only 6 voted· to 
seat the two Roosevelt delegates from the second district of 
Tennessee. 

.Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes. Then, in the gentleman'&judgment, 
the rrctibn of the national committee in seating these two Taft 
'delegates was legal and correet? 

-Mr. AUSTIN.' Yes. Not only that, but some of the leading 
Roosevelt members on that committee-Gen. Capers, of South 
Carolina; .l\Ir. Heney, of California; Senator KENYON, of Iowa; 
and Mr. Kellogg, of Minnesota, who held proxies, as I am re-· 
liabJy informed, stated that they voted to seat the two Tafc
delegates from that district. 

1\lr. BARTHOLDT. That is true. That statement 1 can con
firm from personal knowledge. 

Mr. AUSTIN. And this was one of the cases in wliich the 
minority submitted a report to the convention, in which they 
claimed that these two delegates were stolen from the Roose
velt people. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes. There wa.s not the shadow of a 
doubt about the validity and :regularity of the first convention, 
and the national committee s<Y decided by a viva voce vote. 

In the ninth Tennessee district there are two organizations, 
one of which elected Taft, the other Roosevelt delegate~. The 
Taft committee, however, had been recognized by the State com
mittee as the regular organization and it was the one whose 
candidate for Congress had received a much larger vote than 
the candidate of the other faction. The national committee 
decided in favor of the regular convention. and its delegates. 

TEXAS. 

By far the most interesting_ contests were those from the. 
State of Texas-, where for the last 10 years a political boss had 
maintnined an oligarchy of o:fficeh9lders. Nearly every one of 
these officeholders owes his appointment to the influence of the 
boss, the national committeeman and the chairman of the State 
committee, all combined in the one person of Col. Cecil Lyon. 
Under ~ Lyon'& leadershiQ the Republican vote in the State 
has dwindled_ from 167,000 in 1896 to 26,000 in. 1910, and this 
demoralization of the party seems to have suited the boss. as it 
exempted the party from a State primary law, aIJplicabJ.e. to 

-parties casting o-ver 100,000 votes, and thus tended to tighten the 
grip of a political despotism. 

Mr. WARBURTON. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. No; I prefer to go on now. 
The CHAilll\IAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. I can not yield for lack of time. I 

must go on. 
Mr. WARBURTON. But you have yielded to other gentle-

men, and I simply ask you to yiefd to me now. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. I can not yield' now. 
The CHAIRMAl'f. The gentleman declines to yield. 
1\.:Ir. BARTHOLDT. This condition of affairs prompted the 

national commit tee to look more closely into political condi
tions and, particularly, the methods pursued in the election 
o'!: the delegates to the national convention, and it must be a 
matter of intense gratification to every good Republican that 
at last this important work was undertaken. The results of the 
investigation were astounding. It was found that in 99 out of 
the 249 counties there was no Republican organization, yet each 
13ingle one was voted in the State convention upon proxies which 
the postmasters had sent to Mr. Lyon. Naturally it was an 
easy matter for the boss- to control every State convention by· 
menus of those bogus proxies when the total vote of the con
vention was only 248. Lyon and his machine were for Roose-

velt and ca:lled themselves "regular" ; but if . the word is appli· 
cable at all, it is clearly an illegal regularity. 

The national committee decided- and both the committee on 
credentials and the · convention sustained the deci~ion-that 
these 99 counties in which the Republican vote was but 2,000 
and in which there- was no Republican Party, no convention, 
no primary, no organization, was- not the proper source for a 
proxy to give a: vote equal to that to be cast by the other 146 
counties in which primaries and convention~ were held by regu
lar Republican organizations. 'rhese proxies were therefore 
held- to be illegal and not the basis for proper representation:
It was decided to deduct the 99 votes from the total of 245 
and give th representatioil' to those who controlled the majority 
of the remainder. The remainder was 152 votes-, and out of' 
that the Taft men had carried 89 counties- having VO votes. 
This gave to the Taft men a clear majority in the State con
vention, and with_ it 8 delegates at large to the national con
vention. 

The contests from nine Texas: districts i.n wlii.ch either the 
Taft or the Roosevelt men were contestantsr were heard sepa
rately by the comniittee, and close attention was given by all 
the memoers in order that exact justice might be done.-

The Taft delegates from the first district were seated by a 
unanimous vote; hence it is unnecessary to go into detailS. 
The· Roosevelt members on the- committee, iu other words, con

. ceded the election of the Taft men, but Mr. Roosevelt insists 
that the delegates- were "stolen.'" 

In the second district, too, the Taft delegates- were· seated 
without a division being asked for by the RboseTelt member~ 
of the national committee. The- convention which elected the 
Taft delegates was held to ha:ve been the regnlar one. 

The contest in the fourth district was also decided in favor 
of the Taft delegates without a division. The convention 
whir.h erected them was composed of practically ~11 the regu
larly elected delegates. 

In the fffth district the Roosevelt chairman refused to en
tertain a minority report touching the basis of repre entation 
in the convention. He abandoned the platform and left the 
hall, seeing that the majority was against him. Thereupon 
the convention went thr.ouglr its regular business and two Taft 
delegates were elected, by a vote of 8 to 3, according to county 
representation. The Roosevelt men· later held a meeting, but 
the national committee recognized the- regular convention and 
not the bolt of a minority. 

In the seventh district there are four counties without: 
proper party organization. Col. Lyon had assumed to appoint 
county chairmen in two of them, but the executive committee, 
meeting at Galveston prior to the convention, refused to rerog
nize the delegates from any of' those unorganized counties. 
Thereupon one delegate from Fulton County and the alleged 
representatives of the unorganized. counties held a bolting ron
vention, which the national committee · refused to recognize. 

In the eighth district convention· a split occurred over the 
majority. and minority reports of the executive committee as· 
to the temporary roll. The Roosevelt followers controlled the 
executive committee, but did1 not have a majority in the con-
vention, which adopted the minority report and .gave Taft 51' 
v-0tes and Roosevelt 2! votes. This resulted in the election of 
the Taft delegates, who were seated by the national committee. 

In the ninth district the chairman of the committee refused 
to call a meeting because he claimed his superior, Col. Lyon, 
had directed that all district delegates should be elected by 
the State convention. Thereupon a J.\Ir. Sneaker, a member of 
the committee, called a meeting, attended by seven members. 
which issued a call for ::t district convention to be held May 
15. ElevffiL counties out of fifteen responded to the call and tool\: 

. part in the convention, three peina unrepresented. Taft dele
gates were elected. 'Ilhen the chairman1 having changed his 
mind, also called a meeting of the committee, and at that meet
ing a congressional convention• was called, to meet on May 1 . 
But the call was not properly published, and therefbre the- com
mittee decided that the regularity was on the side of the Taft 
convention. . 

In the tenth district the undisputed evidence indicated that a 
.flagrant attempt had been made to deprive Taft of this district, 
to which he was justly entitled. Two members of the -district 
committee had acted in ba.d faith in the seatina of dele
gates, and one of them misused the proxy intrusted to him. 
The Taft delegates therefore organized, another convention, with 
delegates from six counties, which transacted its business in a 
legal and proper way. The Taft delegates were seated, and 
the case was not appealed j:o the committee on credentials. 

When the committee of the fourteenth district riiet at San 
Antonio there were 10 members present whose right to act was 
undisputed. Six of them were for Taft and 4 for Roosevelt. 
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There were 4 other Roosevelt men present who were clearly not 
entitled to act, 1 of them holding the proxy of a dead man and 
the other 3 being postmasters who, under the law of Texas, could 
not serve as members of any political committee. There was a 
contest from Bexar County, which contains the city of San 
Antonio, but the testimony was overwhelming that Taft had 
carried that county by nearly 5 to 1. On the proper pasis the 
total vote in the district convention was 67, of which the num
ber instructed or voting for Taft was 37}, the number voting or 
instructed for Roosevelt 28}, not voting 1. Therefore, the 
Taft delegation was seated by the national committee. 

WASHINGTON. 

The claim to the delegates at large of the State of Washing
ton was looked upon by the Roosevelt people as their star 
contest, and I remember well how they cast triumphant glances 
over to the Taft members while counsel was presenting their 
side of the controversy. But I also remember how completely 
crushed was their spirit and ·what pitiful pictures of collapsed 
human specimens they presented after the counsel for the Taft 
side, a brilliant attorney, by the way, had finished his argu
ment. He had left nothing of the Roosevelt case but a mem
ory, and when the committee gave the 14 delegates (the 8 at 
large and 6 from districts having been consolidated) by a viva 
voce vote to Taft the Roosevelt adherents, instead of raising 
the anticipated howl about robbery and theft, meekly took their 
hats, as adjournment immediately followed, and noiselessly 
left the hall, together with the Taft members. 

Having taken a seat in the front row I was careful that not 
a particle of the evidence from either side escaped my attention. 
The majority in the State convention depended upon the recog
nition of either the Taft and Roosevelt delegates from Seattle 
or King County. 

l\lr. WARBURTON. · Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
there? 

l\lr. BARTHOLDT. No. There can not be any contention 
about this. I am stating only the facts. 

Mr. WARBURTON. I wanted to suggest one or two things 
in connection with it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. When I get through I will give the gen
tleman the floor; when I get through with the State of Wash
ington, I mean. 

The contention of the Roosevelt people was that the county 
committee had ordered a primary at which their delegates had 
been elected by about 6,900 votes, that the primary had been 
properly called and that its result made theirs the legal delega
tion. The facts, however, as developed by undisputed evidence, 
were as follows: Under the State law of Washington county 
committees have the power to either select delegates directly or 
to call primaries for the purpose. In King County (Seattle) 
the committee consisted of 250 men from 250 precincts, the 
majority of whom were for Taft, and that majority, acting 
through its executive committee, <;elected the Taft delegates to 
the State convention. 1 

l\fr. WARBURTON. l\f r. Chairman, may I interrupt the 
gentleman there? 

The CHAIR!lfAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. I am stating absolute facts and I do not 

want to be interrupted. I am stating facts that can not be 
disputed by anybody. -

Mr. WARBURTON. I am undertaking to dispute the facts 
. stated by the gentleman, which I know to be untrue. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri refuses to 
yield. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Meantime the city council of Seattle, 
by redistricting the city, had increased the number of pre
cincts from 250 to 381, but at a general meeting of the county 
committee it was resolved that representatives to fill the 131 
new precincts should not be selected until an election was held 
in September, 1912. In spite of this conclusion, the Roosevelt 
chairman of the committee who bad himself presided at that 
meeting and not dissented, assumed the right to appoint 131 
new committeemen, and with those voting it was claimed a 
primary was ordered. And remember that this was long after 
the . committee had already selected the delegates to the State 
convention. Even the fact of the primary having been ordered 
is strongly questioned, because of the confusion prevailing at 
the meeting, but this is unimportant in view of the illegal action 
of the chairman. 

The Taft men protested against this high-handed proceeding 
of constituting an illegal majority and refused to take part in 
the primary at which, as a consequence, only 3,000 votes out of 
a total Republican vote of 70,000 were cast, according to the 
newspapers. The·national committee held, and properly so, that 
it was beyond the power of the chairman to add 131 precinct 
men to the old committee; as his authority to fill vacancies ap-

plied only to such places which became vacant after they had 
-been filled. The fact is that nearly all precincts had been 
changed; consequently if the 131 new precincts were to be filled 
the entire number of 381 precincts must be filled. When the 
King County contest reached the State convention, the State 
committee, in preparing the temporary roll, qecided that the 
Seattle primary election was irregular and illegal and seated 
the Taft delegates, whereupon the Roosevelt men bolted and 
held a separate convention. This is the much-advertised Wash
ington contest in a nutshell. It is the duty of the national 
committee to sustain party regularity and legality in the sele~ 
tion of delegates. What else, I ask you, was there for them to 
do than to seat the Taft delegates from Washington? 

.!\fr. AUSTIN. Before the gentleman leaves the consideration 
of the Washington contest will he yield to me for a moment? 

The CHAIRl\fAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield? 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes. 

. Mr. AUSTIN. Just in order to clear up a matter. When the 
gentleman was discussing the California case and the irregular 
action of the Roosevelt people in selecting all the · delegates 
from the State at large, the gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
WARBURTON] said that the custom in the State of Wnshington 
was to elect all the delegates from the State at large and not 
from the districts. I wish to state that I have examined the 
Congressional Directory for 1904, just prior to the Republican 
national convention of eight years ago, and the Congressional 
Directory just prior to the national convention of 1908, and it 
appears from this record that every Congressman from the 
State of Washington was elected from the State at large and 
not from distrjcts, and hence under the call it was right and 
proper and in line with the action and the practice of the 
national ·committee to elect all delegates from the State of 
Washington in 1904 and 1908 from State conventions and not 
from district conventions. . 

Mr. WARBURTON. I am not quite certain, but I think about 
eight years ago that was the case. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I decline to yield further. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri declines 

to yield. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. I want to say, in answer to the question 

of the gentleman from Washington [Mr. W .ARBURTON], pro
pounded a little while ago, and in answer to the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN], that so far as 
the merits of this contest are concerned, it is absolutely im
material how those delegates are elected. The manner of their 
selection, by districts or by the State convention, has nothing 
to do with the merits of this case. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Yes; but the point that the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. WARBURTON] was endeavoring to make was 
that in the discussion of the California case the gentleman from 
~fissouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] was stating that the people of Cali
fornia had no right, in ·violation of the call of the national 
committee, to elect all the delegates in the State at large. 
Then the gentleman from Washington [Mr. WARBURTON] called 
attention to the fact that in his State it had been customary 
to elect them all from the State at large, and not from dis
tricts; and in answer to his statement I call attention to the 
fact that there were no districts in the State of Washington. 
but under that call it was thei!" duty, and the only way, to 
elect delegates from Washington from the State at large and 
not by districts . 

Mr. WARBURTON. Certainly, the gentleman will yield to 
me now, just at that point? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I can not yield. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman does not yield. 
MP. WARBURTON. As a matter of fact, the gentleman does 

not want to yield to me at all. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri declines to 

yield. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 
The CH.AIRl\IAN. The gentleman will state it. 
l\fr. CANNON. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] 

says he declines to yield, and the gentleman from Washington 
[l\fr. WARBURTON] makes au assault upon him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BARTHOLDT] has the floor. If a gentleman on the floor is inter
rupted and the gentleman makillg the interruption does not 
address the Chair, and the gentleman on the floor permits the 
interruption, the Chair is powerless. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, this completes my review 
of ·the contests. It shows conclusively that every one of the 
72 delegates whose right to seats in the convention is ques
tioned by l\fr. Roosevelt was honestly seated and justly en
titled to take part in the work of the national convention as 
a legal representative of the Republicans of his State or dis-
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trict. The decision of the national committee was m each 
single instance sustained by a two-thirds majority of the 
committee on credentials appointed by the convention, and 
finally by the convention its.elf. Since the convention has 
spoken and assumed responsibility, the scurrilous charg~s 
hurled against the national committee really signify a wholes.ale 
indictment against the Republican Party itself; hence the Re
publican who, with the record before him and in spite of it, 
continues to talk of "tainted delegates" and an "illegal nomi
nation" is no longer att.acking individuals, but is befouling his 
own nest. And more than that. A careful scrutiny of that 
record will convince him that if he wishes to leave the Re
publican Party he must leave it for other reasons than the 
malicious slanders about "stolen delegates," for, readily assum
ing the burden of proof, that party has successfully and for
ever purged itself of that infamous charge. It has bravely 
faced a great crisis, perhaps the greatest in its wonderful his
tory, and forcing into the open and vanquishing its detractors 
and secret enemies, it was able, with providential aid, to emerge 
from the depth of distress with immaculate hands, a clear con
science, and a beneficent new-born program vouchsafing to the 
American people, as a logical sequence of its glorious record, 
progress and peace, protection and prosperity. Is there a true 
Republican in the land who will not heartily rejoice at this 
great moral victory? . 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I shall not refer to the slurs of men who 
haye gro"\'irn tired of their party affiliation, and who, if "con· 
vinced against their will, would be of tbe same opinion still," 
nor shall I take notice of the unjust denunciations audacicmsly 
reiterated on this floor a few days ago to appease a troubled con
science, but I do deem it proper and timely to throw some 
light on the political situation by examining the fingers which 
are trying to throttle the Republican Party. When we are un
justly assailed we have a right not only to def-end ourselyes, 
but to inquire into the motives of the assailants. Let me open 
up the inquiry with this question: Do you belie·rn the national 
committee would have de-roted 10 days to their most painstak
ing and exhausting work if they could have realized that there 
was to be but one real Republican candidate before the couTen
tion? Many delegates had their misgivings at the time. They 
remembered that in the widely ·advertised Columbus speech the 
name Republican was not eyen mentioned, but they still felt-confi
dent that no Iilllll would have the audacity to ask for a _presi
dential nomination at the hands of a -Republican national con
vention when .at heart he iwas no longer a Republican. In the light 
of later events we know, of course, that this was a case of mis
placed confidence, in other words, that Mr. Roosevelt never in
tended to abide by the decision of the convention except he him· 
self would be the nominee. We know now that it was an or
dinary holdup, not eye:n without the customary thre:it "Your 
purse or your life ! " " Give me the nomination or I'll kill yen:'' 
Yes, and we can go further and say, when the third-term can
didate made up his mind to nolate all American traditions of 
political decency and go to Chicago, at that very moment be 
knew he was beaten, but expected to saYe the day by per'sonal 
appeals to the delegates through persuasion, promises, coercion, 
or threats. 

But he came with treachery in his heart and fully deter
mined to bolt if things went against him, hence we are forced · 
to the conclusion that, whatever its decisions on the contests, 
the national committee would have been condemned in an_y event 
except these decisions had resulted in his nomination. The cry . 
of fraud was premeditated, and the shamele s ejaculation 
"Thieves!" with which he shocked his audience on his entrance 
into Chicago was the battle cry of the new party. There could be 
no other, for -principles and policies were forgotten, and if him
self nominated, believe me, he would have made the race on any 
o1d platform, with hi frantic f<Fllowers shouting "Hosanna!" 
There was no more effective means to undermine the old party 
than to defame its character. In order to put a new party on 
its feet it lJecame nece·ssary to run down the old one. Cer
tainly no sane citizen will desert his party and all its happy 
as ociations ns long as he has confidence in it, hence that 
confidence had to be destroyeO.. What was there more con
venient than to seize upon the contests as the handiest "big 
stick " for the work of destruction? If the national commit
tee had heeded the injunction " Thou shalt not steal e:x:eept for 
me!" all would have been well, but its determination to do its 
work conscientiously brought all the praarranged plans of 
party treachery to full fruition. A new party was born, but 
is j t not bound to be stillborn'? Can a party live or ought it 
to live when its birthriaht is a lie? 

Tlle national committee is not entitled to any credit for the 
faithful performance of its duty, but I predict that the time 
will come when the people will thank God its members could 
not be swayed by popular clamor and had the courage to settle 

all controv-ersies strictly in acc-0rdance with the facts and the 
evidence. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, it is for you and not for me 
to say whether in my 20 years -0f service in this House I have 
established a reputation for \eracity, but from a most intimate 
knowledge of the facts and the evidence I again as ert upon 
my person~ honor and I am willing to t-eiterate it before my 
Maker that there was not a single delegate in the Chicaao 
convention who was not fairly entitled to a seat therein, ~d 
that consequently President Taft was honestly nominated 
[Applause on the Republican side.] · 

During the delivery of the foregoing, 
. The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex

pired. 
l\1r. l'.IAJ\TN. I ask that the gentleman may have 15 minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani

m?us consent that the gentleman from 1\Iissouri may have 15 
Dliilutes more. Is there objection 1 . 
. M~'. ROBINSON. Reserving the right to object, I wish to 
mqmre how much time has been allotted for this <>'eneral de-
~~ b 

Mr. MANN. Until half past 3 o'clock 
. Mr . .ROBINSON. I under tand there ru·e gentlemen -0n this 

.Blde of the House who wish to speak. 
Mr. l\IAlli.TN. I think all gentlemen on that ide have been 

arranged for. 
Mr. ROBINSON. I will not object. 
Mr. W ..:JtBURTON. The gentleman has refused to allow me 

to interrupt him, and I will object. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection i made. 
Mr. MANN. I J:ope the gentleman from Washinc,<Yton will not 

do that. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. I am perfectly willing to yield to the 

gentleman from Washington at the end of my remarks. I 
told the gentleman I would be willing to yield to him then. 

Mr. WARBURTON. Let the gentleman proceed. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington with

draws his objection. 
Mr. KI~'KEll) of .i:'"ew Jersey. Mr. Chairman, bow long has 

the gentleman from Missouri been addre ing the committee? 
The CHA.IBl\IAN. The gentleman has occupied the time of 

the House for an .hour and a half. 
1\Ir. KINKEAD of .r'"ew Jer ey. And we Yote at half pa t 3? 
Mr. MAD.TN. We do illot Y-Ote at half past 3, but the O'en-

eral debate will be closed at that time. 
0 

The CHAIRMAN~ Under the order which has been agreed 
to, the general debate closes at half past 3. 

1\lr. Kll\'XEAD of New Je~sey. The gentleman from Ar
kansa [l\Ir. RoBINsoN] stated the propositi-0n correctly when 
he .said that theI'e were a number of gentlemen on this side of 
the ai le who wished to speak this afternoon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has been approached by sev
eral gent1emen who desire time. The Chair states that in an
swer to the inquiry of the gentleman. 

l\Ir. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Do I understand that the 
extension of the time of the gentl~man from fissouri for 15 
minutes will shut out any gentleman on this-side -0f the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will certain1y ·consume that much of 
the remaining time. 

l\fr. JAMES. I understand th2 unanimous ccmsent has been 
given. 

Mr. KINKEAD -0f New Jersey. No; I am withholding my 
objection. 

The CHAifil1AN. The gentleman frorri Washington [Mr. 
W .AJIBURTON] withdrew his objection. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
[Mr. BARTHOLDT resumed ruid concluded his remarks.] 
Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, for the last few days I have 

been listening with a great deal of interest to the distinguished 
gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber in their efforts 
to justify the conduct of the present administration in the pro
curement of delegates at Chicago and also other gentlemen in 
their attempt to justify the conduct of another candidate who 
sought to procure delegates at Chicago. 

When the .American people first saw in the public press the 
reports of the outrageous conduct ·being carried on at Chicago 
in the struggle - for these delegates they were slow to believe 
that any such conduct could take place between two men with 
such distiriguished careers as the present President of the 
United States and the ex-President. For myself, I did riot . 
want to belie\e that such conduct could take place in any con
vention or in any assemblage in the United States of America. 
At !first I did not believe all of the press reports of the con
duct carried on there. But since the gentleman from Wyoming 
[Mr. MONDELL], the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. NoRRrs], 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT], and other gen-
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- tlemen on the other side have stood up here on the floor o.f 
this House with carefully prepared manuscripts and verified 
every statement made by the papers as to the conduct and the 
practices of the " machines " in their efforts to procure dele
gates at Chicago and those individuals who w~re in charge of 
the campaigns of Mr. Roosevelt and 1\Ir. Taft, of course I can no 
longer say that I do not believe those reports .. 

Gentlemen on that side of the Chamber say that Mr. Taft 
bought or stole his renomination. I do not believe he did any
thing of the sort. I do not believe he bought his delegates 
with money. I can not believe that such couopt practices as 
that would be used by a President of the United States. I do 
not believe that these gentlemen on the other side ought to 
make a scapegoat of the negro delegates from the South. I 
rise in my place to defend the Georgia nigger as much as any
thing else. [Applause.] 

They say on that side that these delegates were of a question
able honesty, that these conventions held in Georgia, Alabama, 
.Mississippi, and Texas were irregular conventions. Why, Mr. 
Chairman, there was nothing irregular about them. They 
were conducted in the same way that the Republican Party has 
been treating the :negro in the South ever since the war. They 
got these delegates to Chicago by the same well-oiled machine 
that they have been using ever since the days of reconstruc
tion-by the Federal patronage route. 

Now, I say they did not buy these delegates, and they did not 
have to steal them, for no man can commit a larceny upon his 
own property. Mr. Taft's managers had nothing to do with 
that; but I will tell you how they got them and how they have 
been getting them. 

As a matter of fact, there are not, never have been, and, 
thank God, never will be enough Republicans in the State of 
Georgia or the South to count. The only delegates from Geor
gia who deserted Taft at Chicago were white delegates. One 
of those white delegates has held a Republican office for 16 
years in the district that I have the honor to represent. He 
has been drawing a salary from the Federal Treasury of $5,000 
a year. He went up to Chicag~ and he deserted the President, 
and went into the convention and voted for the gentleman who 
recently emerged from the jungles of Africa dragging a hf' 
tiger by the tail and a bull elephant by the snout. [Laughrer.J 

Mr. Chairman, there must be some reason for a - man of the 
intelligence of this man voting for Mr. Roosevelt, and I will 
tell you why he did it. I know bim personally. He voted for 
Roosevelt because be knew that the election of Mr. Taft was 
absolutely impossible. in November, he had nothing to lose, and 
he was out on a limb and it did not make much difference 
which way he jumped. He thought that ex-President Roosevelt 
by going throughout the country proclaiming from every stump 
that the bosses of this country were ruling it, and that they had 
the convention packed and stacked against him would make the 
American people listen to him, and that probably he would 
stand a chance of eleCtion. But now he has ruined his chances 
for election by going up here to Pittsburgh and selecting a 
manager and side partner, the man who did the work for him 
in Pennsylvania; and who did he get? He got a man by the 
name of Bill Flinn. I was in Pittsburgh in 1907 upon a visit. 
They carried me away upon a hill where the aristocrats live, 
and they pointed out to me a residence and they would say, 
that is owned by ,Mr. So-and-so; he is worth one hundred mil
lions; he made it in steel. Then they would point out another 
one and say, that man is worth fifty millions, and he made it 
in steel. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. S-t-e-a-1? 
Mr. HOW ARD. S-t-e-a-1 and s-t-e-e-1, both. Finally they 

came to a magnificent residence and pointed it out to me and 
said, "That is hog wallow." I said, "What?" They said, 
«That is hog wallow." I said, "Who lives there?" .And they 
said, " Bill Flinn. the municipal contract boss of Pittsburgh, 
lives there." They said that he was reputed to be wvrth mil
lions, and that all of the money that he had made was made 
out of controlling the contracts for public work in the city of 
Pittsburgh. Roosevelt has written his 0. K. on him, and the 
Colonel says that he is all right. 

Why did Taft and Roosevelt fall out, and what did they fall 
out about? Just a few months ago they were calling each other 
" Dear Bill " and " Dear Theodore." They were consulting over 
the Canadian reciprocity act; they were the best of friends. 
One was s~ying what the other did was all rigbt, and the first 
thing you know they had a fuss, and they fell out and then 
finally the ex-President said to himself, "I have got to vindi
cate myself, and the only way I can do it is to run against my 
good old friend Bill whom I made President three years ago." 
So he started out, and the first thing he did when he started 
out was to abuse the President. The President replied by say
ing, " I never did do a thing, Theodore, since I have been Presi-

dent, that I have not consulted you about, and you have always 
approved of everything I did." He further said, "You ought 
not to fall out with me; you know you made me what I am." 
But, · Mr. Chairman, the Republicans had realized that they 
had. to fool the people, and the best man on this earth to fool 
them with was the ex-President. They knew that he was the 
o~y man. living who could rate the millionaire and the pauper 
side by side and make the pauper believe he loved him better 
than the millionaire. They thought that probably he could keep 
the Republican Party together, and if he could not they could 
have an excuse and go before the country the next session and 
say, "Well, if it had not been for Taft we would ha-ve won" 
and the Taft followers could' say, " If it had not been for th~t 
fellow Roosevelt, we would have won." They expected to 
" come back" four years from now and rehabilitate the Re
publican Party and get into power again. 

Mr. Chairman, this is the first time in the history of this 
country that a man like the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr . 
MONDELL], one of the most distinguished Members of this 
House and one of the. greatest leaders in the Republican Party, 
has been 'called upon to get up on the floor of this House and 
defend a ·Republican nomination. The gentleman from Ne
braska [Mr. NoBRIS] got up and denounced the action of the 
Taft followers in the late convention, calling them thieves, rob
bers, and so forth. He then proceeded to defend the action of 
l\fr. Roosevelt at Chicago. Mr. Chairman, I have some informa
tion from one of the negro delegates to the effect that if the 
banks in Chicago and the . banks all over this country would 
keep a sharp lookout they would see passing through their in
stitutions many brand-new $500 and $1,000 bills that had been 
torn exactly in half and neatly pasted together in the middle. 
The history of .these mutilated bills is not only unique but very 
interesting. 

I am told that the bull moose delegate "herders" would 
approach a poor southern negro and pull from his pocket in 
a very indifferent manner a large roll of nice, new yellow
backed bills, and say to him, " Ephraim, I want to see you a 
minute. Ephraim, six of the leading white delegates from your 
State have come over to us, and they are all ·going over in the 
morning. Now is the day of your salvation. If you do not 
come now, you are going to miss the best opportunity you ever 
had in your life to get a big pile of money and get on the band 
wagon at the same time." And with this statement he just 
tore that thousand dollar bill in two, and the idea of tearing up 
money before Ephraim shocked. his nervous system and he 
fainted. [Laughter.] 

They had money there to tear up, and Ephraim could not 
stand it. When he came to this white man said to him, 
"Ephraim, you go into the convention in the morning and vote 
for McGovern, and here is half of this bill, and just as soon as 
you vote for him I will see that you get the other half." 
Ephraim did not have much confidence in half a bill, and he 
thought they were fixing to get him into the penitentiary ·and 
refused. He said, "No, boss, I got to see one of the gentlemen 
here before I do that," and he wenf to him and told him what 
had happened, and of course this man told him that he must 
not do it, and he kept an eagle eye on Ephraim ever afterwards. 

This same nigger delegate tells me that another thing hap
pened. The Taft managers had a lot of tl1ese Georgia darkies 
in a large room, called by tbe Republican managers the " bull 
pen," and one of them had been giving one excuse after an
other to get out. Every time he would say he wanted anything, 
somebody would go and get it for him. They thought the best 
thing to do was to keep him locked up. Finally he gave a very 
plausible excuse, and told them that he would not be gone more 
than about five minutes if they would let him out. They told 
him to go out and they let him out with a delegate from my 
district to watch him, but in some way or other in the crowd 
he evaded this man, and got lost from him and was gone about 
an hour and a half. He came back somewhat under the influ
ence of what the darkies call down in my State" blue-steel corn." 
He fell on a cot and soon went to sleep. The official " herder " 
of these delegates, who was a very smart darky, said that the 
best thing to do was to search that nigger, for he had been up 
to some devilment, having been off too long. He was serenely 
sleeping on this cot and they proceeded to search him, and the 
first thing they ran across, carefully tied up in a red silk hand
kerchief, was a brand-new $500 bill, and they took it away from 
him. 

He tells me they have got that bill yet, and the President got 
his vote the next morning, and you a.re going.to hear from that 
bill in this campaign, gentlemen, I put you on notice, especially 
those .of you who think your candidate was so saturat~ with 
the boly water of Republicanism that he could commit no wrong. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Did he have both halves? 
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Mr. HOWARD. This delegate had the whole .bill. They 
bought him lock, stock, and barrel on the spot, and, he agreed 
to deliver the " goods " the next morning. Now, when~ one of 
these candidates charges corruption against the other, it is ' like 
the pot calling the kettle black. Now, I said in the otitset·• Mr. 
Taft did not buy his nomination with money. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yie1d for a question? 
Mr. HOW ARD. Yes. 
Mr. MONDELL. Do I understand the gentleman from 

Georgia intimates the $500 was paid in whose interest? .. 
Mr. HOW ARD. In the interest of the bull moose candi

date. 
Mr. ROBINSON. And in whose interest was the torn bills 

given? 
Mr. HOWARD. That was in the interest of the bull moose 

party also, so I am informed.· I do not want to whitewash 
either of your candidates. You gentlemen have been s~eking 
the truth, and it has been left for me to tell the whole truth 
a.bout that convention, and I am going to give it to you. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The gentleman ·said a good 
deal about the conduct of the negro delegates at this Repub
lican convention. Does not the gentleman think the negro dele
gates from the Southern States at this Republican convention 
behaved themselves about as well and as properly as the same 
number of white Republicans from the South would have be
haved themselves? . . 

Mr. HOWARD. I just stated that the negro delegates to the 
Republican convention, those who went there for the Presi
dent a:Q.d those who went there for Mr. Roosevel.t behaved them
selves better than the crowd of white men who went there to 
control them. [Laughter.] Now, Mr. Ohairman, I say that 
the present administration did not--

Mr. MONDELL. Is not it true in spite of temptation-and 
I judge from what the gentleman says there were some temp
tntions--the colored delegates of the South, practically all of 
them voted according to their instructions? . 

Mr. HOWARD. Why, certainly; they had heard their 
" master·s voice" before they left home. 

Mr. AUSTIN. How about Banks, a delegate from your 
district? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. What do you mean? 
Mr. AUSTIN. Did not he violate his instructions? 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I said the negro delegates 

from tlie South behaved as well as the same number of white 
Republicans from the South would have behaved. I did not 
ref er to Tennessee--simpJy in Georgia, Alabama, and those 
Southern States. · 

Mr. CONNELL. From the remarks the gentleman from 
Wyoming made the other day and what we have heard this last 
week of this particular convention it would appear that there 
was nobody behaving himself. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I think the record will show that a greater 
number of white delegates from the South deserted President 
Taft than colored delegates. I know of two from the State of 
Alabama and two from Vi.rginia. · 

Mr. HOW ARD. Did not r say that as plain as I could use 
the English language? 

Mr . .AUSTIN. And the two white men from Alabama were 
postmasters'. 

Mr. PROUTY. i would like to lnquire whether the gentle
man considers that the colored delegates from the South to the 
Ohicago convention demeaned themselves any better or any 
worse than the fellows from the South at the Baltimore con
vention. 

Mr. HOW ARD. Why, Mr. Chairman, the Baltimore con
vention was the must harmonious convention ever held in the 
history of this country. Why, the police force made the nomi
nation at Chicago possible. You Republicans would not have a 
candidate at all if the police had not have knocked down a dele
gate every five minutes, while we got together and nominated on~ 
o·f the greatest men this country ever produced to bear the 
standnrd of our party, and what we will do to you in Novem
ber will be a plenty. 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRl\IAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield 

to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
l\Ir. HOW ARD. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think the gentleman wants 

to get Pennsylvania into this? 
l\fr. HOW ARD. I do; she is already in it. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I want to ask the gentleman 

one or two questions, if he will permit. Can the gentleman 
point to any congressional district, precinct, or division in the 
State of Mississippi in which the colored delegates from that 

State to the RepubJican convention voted the Republican ticket 
at the last general election? 

Mr. HOW ARD. In answer to that I must confess my igno
rance of politics in Mississippi. I do not know what they did 
there in Mississippi, but I know that Mississippi is represented 
in this House by her most distinguished citizens, and they can 
answer any question concerning Mississippi. [Applause.] I am 
here to defend the Georgia negro, and that is what I got up for. 

Mr. SIMS. My question comes in at that point. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will ask the gentleman about 

his own State. Can the gentleman indicate any particular pre
cinct in his own district in which these colored Republicans 
voted at the last election? . 

l\Ir. HOWARD. Well, very few of them voted; yery .few, 
indeed. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. One more question: Does not 
the gentleman think it is due to the House and to the country 
that this $500 man to whom he refers should be named and 
located so that proceedings might be taken--

Mr. HOWA.RD. I anticipate the question. I think he will be 
named, and I think some of that crowd over there on your side 
is going to name him, from what I hear. ·I think one office
holder under the present administration, who, drawing $5,000 
a year from the Federal Treasury, has an affidavit from that 
man. Why shouJd I become a witness against Republican de
bauchery in their conventions when we have so many witnesses 
who have already testified to .the truth of the assertions I now 
make? We do not need to prove these ·statements. You have 
confessed to their authenticity. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does not the gentleman think 
it is fair, if he has information of that kind, that he should 
name the bribers and name the bribee, so that proceedings 
might be brought against them? 

Mr. HOW ARD. You will get all of that. You may hear from 
that more than from anything else, and from your own crowd, 
too. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is something we want to 
know. We want to be fair on this side. · 

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman has defended his Georgia negroes 
and others for not yielding to temptation. I want to ask how 
they or any other individual· can be tested as to temptation 
when they keep them locked up so nobody can tempt them? 

Mr. HOWARD. Well, they have had past experiences at 
these conventions. And I suppose at these big conventions, 
where there is so much turmoil and so much money and corrup
tion, the best thing to do is to keep thes~ delegates locked up; 
and I think it was a wise thing to lock up the Georgia dele
gates, and the Tennessee delegates, the Mississippi delegates--

Mr. AUSTIN. I beg the gentleman's pardon. The delegates 
from my State wer~ not locked up. 

Mr. HOW ARD. Well, Mr. Chairman, from the conduct of 
some of them they ought to have been locked up. [Laughter.] 

Now, l\Ir. Chairnnn, I have been very liberal in yielding to 
these gentlemen--

Mr. SIMS. May I finish my question? What does the gentJe
man think of any party that selects delegates to the national 
convention in whom they have no confidence and have to keep 
them under lock and key? . 

Mr. HOW ARD. I think that the place for my friend and for 
me to express any opinion as to that will be on the stump this 
year. 

Mr. CANNON. What does the gentleman think of any party 
that · allows one man from Nebraska, William J. Bryan, after 
eight majority votes cast for another candidate, to demand 
that the majority give way? If the gentleman will address . 
himself to that a little while, he will clean his own house. 

Mr. HOW ARD. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] that the distinguished gentleman from Nebra~ka, 
l\Ir. Bryan, did exert quite an influence at the Baltimore con
vention. It is to be expected that any man who has enjoyed 
the confidence of six millions of American voters would wield a 
wonderful influence in any convention. Whatever may have 
been his motives, there are those in our party who give him 
credit for being absolutely sincere. Of course, Mr. Bryan is , 
a great statesman; he is very close to the masses of our people; 
and if we should follow Mr. Bryan we may do right, and you 
would promptly say that we do wrong. We do not try to please 
you in . our conduct at conventions. [Applause on the Demo
cratic side.] If we tried to please you, we would not have any 
hope of being in power in November. [Applause on the Demo
cratic side.] Because of the fact that instead of trying to 
please you we try to please the great masses of the American 
people--we are going to be in power next March. While we 
have forgotten that we ever had any other candidate than the 
nominee; that great statesman; that man who makes no boasts 
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<>f what he is g{)lng to do, but does it; that man who wears no Mr. HOWARD. Nothing in ·the world. If you did not get 
yoke of a boss; that man who has proven his faith in the masses an honorable delegation in Chicago, it is because the honor
of the people by placing them in contr-01 and overthrowing every able Frank Hitchcock snapped a cap and his gun did not 
man '-\-ho looks like a boss. While you standpatters and ~ Bull go off. 
Moosers " are oveT ·there daily shaking your fists 1n each other's Why, just a day or so before the Chicago convention appoint
faees, yelling thief, robber, thug, and using sweet and mellif- ments in the State of North Carolina were sent to the Senate 
luous epithets. for confirmation by the President. All at once we ee him 

Now, let us see about the conduct of the present administra- . hastily withdraw them. The bull moose had east his sltadow 
tion .at Chicago. I said they did not buy delegates with money. in the old North State. Would these appointees stand the test? 
What has been th-e policy of the Republican Party in the South? Some doubt must have been in the mind of the President. He 
You talk about a machine, you talk about crushing the life was like the man who approached "Ephraim" ; so he decided 
ont of people that do not agree with you; wha.t chance has any that it was safer to make these appointments after the con
candidate of your party in the United States to get a . single Y~ntion than before. The goods were delivered, so the appoint
vote against the administration in power in the South unless ments were made. 
they buy them lock, stock, and barrel? You have got no right to complain about these delegates at 

l\Ir. 1\1Al\TN. If we could get a fair election, we ,would have Chicago from _ Georgia or from any other Southern State. You 
many chances. al.ready had them. They were bought 3.Ild paid for with Federal 

Mr. HOWARD. What did the gentleman say? patronage to the great detriment of the postal sernce of, this 
Mr. A.IA...~. I say that if we had a fair election we would country; and a long-suffering public has said, "We have got 

have plenty of chances. enough of. incompetent service, and we are going to put some-
1\Ir. HOW ARD. A fair election? You have not any right body else in your place." [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

to talk about fair elections. [Applause on the Democratie Now, I say that you bought the Taft delegates with Federal 
side.]. God in hea>en knows if there is anybody on the floor patronage, and there is not a man on that side who will 
of this House that ought not to talk about popular elect~ons it deny it. 
ls the gentleman from· Illinois [Mr. MANN], who hails from 1\Ir, AUSTIN. I want to say to the gentleman. if bis remarks 
Chicago. ha Ye reference to delegates from the second district of Tennes-

l\fr MAJ\"'N Where the Democrats run the election ma- see, that he is grossly in error. 
•. · Mr. HOW.AllD. At the very outset of my speech I took par-

chinery. ticular pains to except the second district of- Tennessee. [Ap-
1\lr. HOW ARD. I want to say a · few words .as to how these plause.] No corruption, no taint on honesty, could exist with 

delegates came from the South instructed. I noticed one thing such a man as th-e gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN], 
in this campaign,, and I expect every Democrat on the floor who represents that district, living in it {Applause.] 
of this House noticed it, and that was the absence from the Oh, no; the gentleman will get right some day. He is en
councils of the stand-pat Republican Party's advisers of one gaged in bad business. But I see, sometimes, when the gentle
Bon. Frank H. Hitchcock. The Post Office Department was the man Yates for the Wool Trust and for llie Cotton Trust and for 
delegate machine of this administi-ation. You could not have all the....~ big octupuses, that he is ashamed of his work. I can 
thrown a pjgeon egg on the floor of that convention at Chicago see that the gentleman blushes when be does it, but he will get 
without bursting on the head of a Federal officeholder. Mr. right. Tennessee, unfortunately, split up 50 years ago, and she 
Chairman, I want to say here .and now that the condu.ct carried has been split up ever since. But she is getting nearer and 
on in the South in the appointment of postmasters, rn the de- nearer together now, and in a few years tbe gentleman from 
motion of postal employees, in the promotion of postal em- Tennessee will look back upon the history of the old second dis
ployees, is a disgrace to a great Nation like ours. They have trict and say, "My God, what a mistake I did make when I 
taken an honest, faithful public servant, and because of the represented that district as a Republican!" [Laughter.] Oh, 
fact that they could not dictate to that man his political aflilia- how prosperous you would be il you were just a Democrat! 
tion they have dismissed. him from the service on trumped-up [Lr.ughter.] 
charges by what they. call ".inBpectors," or they have demoted Now, gentlemen laugh over there. The gentleman from Wyo
him to the extent that his wife and children suffered for bread ming [Mr. l\foNDELL] defended the present administration the 
and he had to leave the postal service. other day. I could not help thinh."ing about that distinguished 

Now let us see who the e delegates were from the Southern gentlemru:i. How eloquently he pleaded for the administration! 
States 'at Chicago. The gentleman from Nebraska [:Mr. NORRIS] He aid that everything done at Chicago was perfectiy regular 
the other day, in giving a list of the delegates there, gaYe u and legitimate. The idea of the President of the United States 
correct and truthful version of the political status of these ancl the men repre enting him at Chicago stooping to do any
delegates in Chicago. Why, I have .a Republican white _post- thing that was not fair! And then I remember how the gentle
master in my district that spells "come" with a" k." He could man pleaded for sheep last summer; how he pleaded for pTo
not write his name so that any man on the floor of this House tection on wool ; how he talked about the absolute necessity for 
could read it, unless the Member knew whose signature it was. th.i.s outrageous protection on all these woolen goods, and how. 
He is a man who has been noted for nothing else but his gre2.t little he said about the poor, shi\ering women and children who 
control over the negroes in that particular county. And yet could not wear a single woolen garment upon their bodies be
that man is a postmaster in that district, and in a town of over cause of the ontrageolls tax you had helped place upon these 
1,800 inhabitants. and he is left there to wait on my constitu- great necessities -0f life. Yet he ffiy.s that we ha>e got to have 
ents. But he could not do that. He could not make out a honesty and fair11css in these elections. 
receipt for a money order; he could not make out a receipt for wen, they had it, and I want to say something to the gentle
a registered letter; and, consequently, the postmaster of this man from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL] and to my distinguished 
town is his daughter. And this man is one of the bos es di:>wn friend from Washington [Mr. HUMPHREY]. Oh, he j.s such a 
there, and his chief associates are a crowd of. these poor, ig- progressive Republican. Re does progress so ~uch. He is in 
norant darkies who believe that they will get something some favor of evei-ything that is along the progressive line. He is 
day at the end of the Republican rainbow. like the toad frog that swallowed a bucksh-0t and fell into the 

1\Ir. ADAMSON. Will the gentleman allow me? well. He progresses by jumping up 2 inches and falling back 4. 
Mr. HOWARD. I will yield to my eolleague. {Laughtei:.] He is a great progressive, and he defended the 
Mr. ADAMSON. I understand the gentleman to be proceed- · administration the other day. 

ing with absolute impartiality as against the bull elephant and Now, if I had been the President, I believe if I wanted intellect 
bull moose? and brains to defend me on the floor of this House, I would 

Mr. HOW ARD. Absolutely. . . have selected without hesitation the gentleman from Wyoming 
Mr. ADAMSON. And I wish to call your attention to the [Mr. MONDELL] and the distinguished gentleman from Washlng

fact that there must be a mutual misunderstanding between you ton [Mr. HUMPHREY] and my distinguished friend from St. 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANNJ, who sought to Louis, Mo. [Mr. BABTHOLDT]. But if I wanted Republicans with 
interrupt you a moment ago~ You said they could not procure a reeord on which I would be willing to go before the country 
any delegates from the South without buying them. The gen- and say to the people, " These m~n, representing me on the 
tleman from Illinois said they could if they would give them floor of the House, have shown by their votes, on one or more 
fair elections. You were talking about the selection of delegates occasions at least, that they were willing to give the common 
to the Republican convention? people a crumb from the table of protection," I would not select 

Mr. HOW ARD. Certainly. , them. For he ·can not say that about the gentlemen I ba ve re-
.Mr. ADAMSON. Who is responsible if they do ·not have . ferred to. No wall of protection is too high .for the gentleman 

fair elections in those sections! · Do the apocryphal ballot-box . from Wyoming ot· the gentreman from Washington or the gen
:stuffers and bulldozers have anythfug to do with it2 tleman from Missouri You ean not impose any tax too <mt-

\ . 
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rageous on the American people for these three gentlemen to 
support with all their vigor and all their hearts. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am wandering away from my subject, 
which is so near and dear to my heart, and that is the Georgia 
negro. I must not get away from that. [Laughter.] 

Ur. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield? 

The CHAIRl\IAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle
man from South Dakota? 

Mr. HOW ARD. With pleasure, for a question. 
l\Ir. BURKE of South Dakota. The gentleman has criticized 

somewhat a postmaster in his district. I would like to ask the 
gentleman if he would be in favor of a law providing that poiilt
masters should be selected through the classified service. 

Mr. HOWARD. I will say to the gentleman that if I had · 
no hopes of a Democratic administration coming in soon, I 
would readily agree with him. [Laughter and applause.} But 
as we Congressmen are going to have something to say as to 
who shall hand to our sweet women in the South and to those 
pretty girls in the South their letters in the future, I am 
"agin" changing the law. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, will the gen
tleman yield again? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
. Mr. HOW ARD. Certainly. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I want to say to the gentle
man that if he has his way some of "we Congressmen" on. 
that side of the House will be with us but a short time. 
· Mr. HOW ARD. I do not think the gentleman is a clairvoyant. 
I do not think the gentleruan has any right to predict such a 
violent thing as the defeat of the Democratic Party again. Why, 
my dear sir, your grandchildren will be grayheaded and snaggle
toothed before you ever see a Republican again in the White 
House. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Why, the American 
people have just got onto your curves. · 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. l\fr. Chairman, will the gen
tleman again yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield 
to the gentleman from South Dakota? 

Mr. HOW ARD. I will yield .for a question. 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I gather from the gentle

man's statement that he has been reading the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD for several years past, because that statement appears 
regularly in the RECORD every four years. 

Mr. HOW ARD. I have never been a plagiarist in my life, 
and I have never been guilty of it here; and if the gentleman 
says that statement appears in the RECORD, I will withdraw it. 
I am not going to be guilty of what you gentlemen were guilty 
of in Chicago-stealing-and I will not steal anything, not even 
.a prediction. I will not be guilty of such reprehensible conduct . 
. [Laughter.] 
. l\fr. BURKE of South Dakota . You have been predicting 
Democratic success for the last 16 years. · 

Mr. HOW ARD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I must close. The gen
tleman from Illinois [Mr. RODENBERG], in a magnificent memo
rized speech, to which he devoted a long, long time, got up here 
the other day and said something about our nominee for Presi
dent. 

Of course, he made his case as strong as he could, and what 
did it amount to? It is all bosh: The people of this country do 
·not believe, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RonENBER-O] 
did not believe that l\Ir. Wilson ever in his life believed that a 
Chinaman was better than a Caucasian. But, as I say, the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RODENBERG] made his case as 
strong as he could. Like the lawyer in court, with the gr. ilows 
staring his client in the face, with the rope stretched au l the 
noose made, he made the best appeal he could, and he j l. illped 

·on the Democratic nominee for President. Now, let us see. 
Mr. Taft has not written any books. He does not need to write 

·any books. Better than books, his cold-blooded acts in vetoing 
remedial legislation passed by the first session of the Sixty
second Congress ar·e sufficient to write "No!" on the heart of 

· every struggling American citizen in this ·country. l\'Ir. Roose
velt has written a good many books. He wrote one in many 
volumes called the Winning of the West, and if you gentlemen 

·want some campaign thunder you can find it there . . There is 
'no need to use it; you are just wasting your ammunition. But 
if you want to make a lot of fuss and do a lot of shooting, just 
for the sake of keeping up your courage, I remind you that if 

:you peruse Col. Roosevelt's book, the Winning of the West, you 
·wm find where he compared the American farmer with the old 
·cowboy of the sixties and seventies; not the cowboy of to-day, but 
the cowboy of those former days, who carried a pistol and drank 

·liquor and played cards and killed folks and shot out the lights. 
in the small towns, and broke up the grog shops in the villages. 

Col. Roosevelt said he would rather be "a bronco buster in 
the West than an American farmer with a dull intellect." 

The farmers will appreciate that sort of talk. When the gen
tleman from Illinois [~Ir . RODENBERG] made his attack upon 
the present nominee of the Democratic Party he forgot that hi"> 
champion had already had the Ceath knell sounded for him and 
that the other man Jay down in Hog Wallow, on the hills in 
Pittsburgh, with old Bill Flinn and has had his campaign 
financed by th~t great philanthropist, the man who has always 
attempted to right the wrongs of every poor man in this coun
try, the man who has always stood ready and willing to come 
out and say, "Thus far shalt thou go in dealing with the poor 
men 41 this country and no further." That man is the Hon. 
George W. Perkins, the right-hand partner of l\Ir. J. Pierpont 
Morgan, who, I am reliably informed, has underwritten a cam
paign fund of two and a half million dollars for the bull moose 
from the jungles with which to run his campaign. 

But there is one other gentleman whom we ought not to for
get. There is a newspaper published in Washington. rt is a 
great paper. The only thing that I know that commends that 
paper to me is the. fact that it has a mighty clever set of young 
men employed on it. They are very bright: I do not see how 
~ey ca~ write such .articles for that paper when they have 
rnstructions from then· boss to do the very opposite to what 
their consciences dictate that they should do. But this man is 
saying all sorts of mean things about the Democratic candidate 
for the Presidency and about l\Ir. Taft. Well, he hopes for his 
rew.ard. It is not money that he wants, because I understand 
he is worth over $30,000,0-00; but it is position that he wants 
and I understand that if the bull moose candidate is elected 
President of the United Str.tes he will be the minister to the 
Court of St. J ames. So he..is turning loose all of his influences 
his magazines and his newspapers, on l\Ir. Wilson and l\fr. ~raft'. 
This is :he first time that I nave ever seen in your ranks one 
man get up from -0ne section, belonging to OJ!':! faction of your 
party, and make charges which were absolutely true and an
other memb_er of the party, belongi2g to another facti~n,' get u tl 
and charge the same sort of thing-fraud and corruption and 
things. of that sort, in your conventions-when both of yo~ told 
the truth. 

You are both telling the truth this time. So what hope can. 
you hold out when you go home this fall, all you old l\Iembers 
who have been here for years and who have an extra numbe1· 
of these cedar boxes and books and things of that sort here. 
Do not take them all home at one trip. Take some with you 
when the present session of Congress adjourn and leave them 
at home, because you will be overloaded next March. The peo· 
ple are done with you. [Laughter and applause on the Demc,
cratic side.] Maybe one or two of you progressives may get 
back, but as I said here last summer a real, sure-enough stanll
pa t Republican on that side of the House next year wlll look 
as big as a martin on a fodder pole. I imagine that my good 
friend, the gentleman from Washington [Mr. HUMPHREY], 
will have a long and lonesome trip home next spring. I 
imagine that probably some of the other distinguished gentle
men, who have adhered so cons'Cientiously to the standpat 
principles, will have a powerful lonesome trip. You have my 
sympathy, gentlemen. We gm·e you an opportunity to . do 
better. We brought you up where you could have taken the 
political sacrament with the Democratic Party, and you turned 
aside. You would not sup with us. Now, I am done with you. 
[Laughter.] 

You fellows are divided into two camps, and each camp 
accuses the other of high crimes and misdemeanors, and I am 
satisfied that both factions are guilty of every charge made 
against you. 

Here are Republican witnesses testifying to the bribery ano 
corrupt methods indulged in by the Roosevelt faction and th1~ 
Taft faction in the primary and at Chicago, and the Ameri
can people believe that you are both guilty. 

0, ye of many political sins · and little faith, you remind rue 
of the old negro preacher's camp-meeting hymn. It ran like 
this-

Your thoughts on awful subjects dwell, 
Damn a ti on and the dead. 

0 what hell-a-shus horrors hang 
A.round your guilty head. 

[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia has six 

minutes remaining, and that six minutes he yields to the gen
tleman from New J ersey [l\Ir. KINKEAD]. 

l\Ir. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, may I sug
ges~ to my_ friend from Connecticut [l\Ir. TILSON] that since 
there are but 26 minutes remaining, we make some agreement 
as to the time? I understq_nd the gentleman from Conriecticut 
[Mr. TILSON] is the only other Member who wishes to speak 
during the general debate. 
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Mr. TILSON. If the House will give consent, I am willing 

that the gentleman from New Jersey [l\Ir. KINKEAD] may have 
half the time and I the other half. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that he had agreed 
to recognize the gentleman from Connecticut [l\fr. TILSON] 
for the last 20 minutes of this debate. The gentleman from 
Connecticut can divide the time between himself and the gen
tleman from New Jersey. 

l\Ir. TILSON. There is no objection to that. 
The CHAIR.MAJ.~. If there is no objection, the gentleman 

from New Jersey [l\Ir. KINKEAD]. is recognized for 14 minutes. 
1\fr. l\.IAJ\1N. Can the gentleman from New Jersey conclude 

in that time? 
l\fr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. I scarcely think so. 
l\Ir. l\IANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 

tlle gentleman from Connecticut [l\Ir. TILSON] may have 15 
minutes after we commence the reading of the bill under the 
five-minute rule, so that the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
KINKEAD] may have the additional time. 

The CHAIRl\l..AN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. l\fANN] 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Connecticut 
[l\Ir. TILSON] may occupy 15 minutes when the bill is taken up 
under the fiye-minute rule. Is there objection? 

'I'here was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair understands that the gen-· 

tleman from New Jersey [l\Ir. KINKEAD] is to be recognized for 
how long? 

1\fr. TJLSON. For the remainder of the time under general 
debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey is recog
nized for 24 minutes. 

[l\fr. KINKEAD of New Jersey addressed the committee. See 
Ap~~~] . 

l\Ir. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The request of the gentleman from New 
Jersey can not be entertained by the Chair for the reason the 
time was fixed in the House for debate. 

1\fr. BOWl\IAN. 1\fr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIR.l\I..AN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

l\Ir. LAFFERTY. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman? [After a pause.] The. Chair hears none. · 

l\Ir. KENT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
The committee informally rose; and Mr. HARRISON of New 

York having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempo~e, a message 
from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced 
that the President of the United States having returned to the 
Senate, in which it originated, the bill (S. 4862) for the relief 
of certain persons having supplied labor and materials for the 
prosecution of the work of constructing the Corbett Tunnel of 
the Shoshone irrigation project, with his objections thereto; the 
Senate proceeded, in pursuance of the Constitution, to reconsider 
the same, and 

Resolved, That the said bill pass, two-thirds of the Senate agreeing to 
pass the same. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 24450) making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, 
and for other purpose8. 

LIMITATION OF HOUBS OF EMPLOYEES ON PUBLIC WORKS. 
The committee· resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That sections 1, 2, and 3 of an act entitled "An 

act relating to the limitation of the hours of daily service of laborers 
and mechanics employed upon the public works .of the United States 
and of the District of Columbia" be amended to read as follows: 
"SEcTro~ 1. That the service and employment of all laborers and 

mechanics who are now, or may hereafter be, employed by the Gov~ 
emment of the United States or the District of Columbia, or by any 
contractor 01· subcontractor, upon a public work of the United States 
or of the District of Columbia, and of all persons who are now, 01· may 
hereafter be, employed by the Government of the . United States or the 
District of Columbia, or any contractor or subcontractor, in construct
ing, maintaining, or improving a river or harbor of the United States 
and of the District of ·Columbia, is hereby limited and restricted to 
eight hours in any one calendar day.; .and . it shall be unlawful for 
any officer of the United States Government or of the District of 

Columbia, or any such contractor or subcontractor whose duty it 
shall be to employ, direct, or control the services of such laborers or 
mechanics or persons employed in constructing, maintaining, or im
proving a river or harbor of the United States or of the District of -
Columbia, to require or permit any such laborer or mechanic or per
sons employed in improving, maintaining, and constructing a river or 
harbor of the United States or of the District of Columbia, to work 
more than eight hours in any calendar day, except in case of extr:.i.or
dinary emergency. 

The CHAIRl\fAN. There is a committee amendment. 
Mr. MANN. l\fr. Chairman, I suggest the gentleman from 

Connecticut [l\fr. TILSON] was given - leave to address the 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. There was unanimous consent given to 
the gentleman from Connecticut [l\fr. TILSON] for 15 minutes, 
and under that order the gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. TILSON. l\Ir. Chairman, I feel like apologizing to the . 
House for obstructing the real business of the day-political 
speechmaking-by submitting at this point a few ob~ervations 
that are neither partisan nor political, as that word- is com
monly used, but relate to the comparatively unimportant &ob
ject of the national defense. What I have to say is on the sub-
ject of a national military reserve. . 

It has been the fashion of late-in fact, it always is in time 
of peace-to speak disparagingly of preparations for war. 
Even those who advocate, as a matter of common business pru
dence, a reasonable state of preparedness for war are often 
regarded as bloodthirsty ogres desiring war. . 

No one can detest more than I do war and its horrors. The 
time and place of my birth and early training combined to mnke 
me hate war with all the intensity of my being. No vocabulary, 
not even Gen. Sherman's, is adequate to Ci.escribe it. He who 
could have it in his heart to desire war is worse than a traitor 
to his country; he is an enemy to his race. All the peace so
cieties, congresses, and associations, having for their purpose 
the prevention of war, have my most cordial sympathy and best 
wishes. _We all agree that. wars are wrong, and it is so delight
ful to dream of a future in which war shall be Ito more. There 
is every reason why such a dream should come to pass and no 
good reason why it should not, and yef there is the fear lurking 
here, there, and everywhere of the rude awakening. , · ~ 

The experience of the past rests heavily in the other scale. 
The history of our own and other countries teaches another 
story.· Since the establishment of our Republic not a genera
tio:a has passed without seeing us at war, and within half the 
period of'a generation every large country and a large mujority 
of the small ones have been at war. It would be pleasant to 
regard all these instances as exceptions and to hold to the be
lief that henceforth all nations " shall beat their swords into 
plowshares and their spears into pruning hooks." It is really 
quite a shock to see that the workers in iron and steel of other 
countries are really otherwise engaged. 

I am not one of those who believe that trade necessarilv 
means war. It is und should be one of the strongest bonds o~f 
peace, and yet we can not ignore the fact that it has often 
meant war nor blind ourselves to the probability that it wilr 
cause war in the future. 

To-day we stand among the foremost commercial aggressors 
of the world and one of the weakest of military powe1·s. In the 
product of the smelter which converts our inex.ha ustible re
sources in minerals into commercial products, in the coal 
measures of Pennsylvania which supply the needs of the world 
in.Juel, in the cotton belt which furnishes 70 per cent of the 
world's supply, in the grain belts of the great l\Iississ.ippi 
Basin, in the cattle ranges of the West, we are producing the 
products of the' world, by the sale of which we are more and· 
more coming into competition with others, and our continued 
success in the struggle depends upon our ability to sell in the 
open markets of the world. 

It is not a simple coincidence that the nation that has the 
greatest foreign trade has also tbe greatest navy. The :1ayy 
did not make the trade; the trade resulted from natural condi
tions; and when trade became great enough it demanded a 
navy for its protection. It was good business policy to create. 
the navy; no other consideration dictated the result. 

It is not necessary to ask what nation has the greatest army. 
It is necessary only to locate the nation whose natural wealth 
is among . the greatest and whose boundaries are the most vul
nerable and accessible to adjacent competitors. It is good busi
ness policy to maintain an army for such a nation; no .other 
consideration can prevail. 

So it was good business po.l.icy to acquire Hawaii, Guam. and 
Alaska, because of their influence upon trade; good business 
policy to acquire the Philippines, because these islands lie upon 
the main trade route to the Orient and because possession of 
the Philippines means favorable trade relations with 400,000,000 
people in China, who have not as yet developed the power to 
manufacture; good policy to free Cuba and to secure control of 
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Porto Rico; and good policy to maintain the Monroe doctrine as 
to our neighbors to the south of us. That war may grow out of 
such a situation no person can doubt who is not infatuated with 
the theory that altruism governs the price of stocks on the ex
changes of New York, Paris, and Berlin. 

We have steel and iron products, cotton, cereals, minerals, 
and manufactured products to sell, and coffee, silk, rubber, and 
BO forth, to buy. We must, as business men, maintain our 
markets and secure uninterrupted arrival of raw materials for 
our manufacturing plants. To accomplish this, when competi
tion becomes sufficiently keen, it is essential that there be ade
qun.te military preparedness to secure respect for the just claims 
of our people. As the business interests of a city demand its 
police, so the business interests of the Nation demand an Army 
and a Navy commensurate with the firmness of its foreign 
policy and the magnitude of its foreign trade. 

Fortunately the geographical position of the United States is 
such that hitherto there has been occasion for only a small 
standing Army. There should not be need for a large stand
ing Army if proper use is made of our military resources. We 
have the men and we have the me1ms. It is our duty to have 
them ready for use when needed. The problem which confronts 
us is one of being able to use readily, with the least waste pos
sible, the resources at oar command. 

As business men we should solve that problem with the least 
expenditure from the Federal Treasury. A brief review of the 
history of the past suffices to indicate the weakness and the 
suicidal extravagance of the legislative policy or lack of policy 
heretofore pursued in connection with this subject. 

In ~very war since Revolutionary times to 1898 we have 
trifled with short enlistments, bounties, and other dangerous 
policies until our national integrity has been all but sacrificed. 
Much of our history on this point is rather painful, so it is not 
my purpose to go into the detai1s of the subject. 

Suffice it to say that during the Revolutionary War we called 
to the colors 231,771 Continentals and 164,087 militia, a total 
of 395,858 .soldiers, to oppose approximately 150,605 British 
soldiers. During the War of 1812 we called to the ranks 
56,032 Regulars and 471.622 Volunteers, rangers, and militia, a 
total of 527,654 soldiers, while the greatest number of soldiers 
operating in the field against this army of Americans amounted 
to 55,000 British and Canadians; yet the history of that conflict 
ts largely one of disgraceful defeats for our armies dnrirrg a 
war which might have terminated in great national disaster 
bad not the situation on the Continent of Europe restrained Eng
land from following up her advantages gained here. 

Again, despite the experiences of 1776-17 1and1812, the Mex
lcan War saw us enlisting men for 3 months, 6 months, 12 
months, and finally adopting the only safe policy of enlisting 
for the war. As a result of these mistakes we beh~ld the dis
graceful spectacle of American soldiers demanding their dis
charges in the face of the enemy and returning to their homes in 
the United States, thus halting Scott's victorious columns for 
more than two months at Puebla, within three days' march of 
the enemy's capital, his army reduced to 5,820 effective men. 
Despite the fact that we called into the service for this war 
Bl,024 Regulars and 73,532 Volunteers-total, 104,556 enlisted 
men-to overthrow approximately 46,000 Mexicans, yet so ham
pered was the commanding general in the field by the policy 
enunciated in the laws enacted by Congress that Gen. Scott was 
compelled to advance with a half-trained army of about 1-'.\,000 
men 3,000 of whom were sick or in hospital, upon the City of 

. Mexlco, defended by about 36,000 l\Iexicans provided with 100 
cannon. 

Never during the whole campaign could Gen. Scott muster 
upon the field of battle a force superior to that of the enemy. 
though the total enlisted force in the service of the United 
States at all times greatly exceeded the strength of the Mexican 
'A.rmy. . 

It would have seemed reasonable to believe that the experi
ences of this camprugn would have served to correct the wasteful 
and dangerous policy of the past, but success blinded our states
men to the very valuable lesson of that campaign, and the 
opening of the Civil War finds the President calling for 75,000 
militta for three months. As a resnl t of the lack of proper 
legi lation we called into the service during the war a total of 
67.000 regulars and 2,605,341 militia and volunteers. 

During the continuance of t.he war all the errors of tlie past 
were repeated and even aggravated. The bounty system was 
utilized in its most vicious form, and the extent to which bounty 
jumping was practiced should suffice to warn all succeeding 
ConoTesses against legislation which may permit a repetition of 
scenes so shameful. 

l\Iore conspicuous, however. than any other error during this 
long struggle was that of failing to provide any means of main-

taiiiing the ranks at their maximum strength in rifles. Instead, 
the strength of organizations was permitted to decrease until the 
power of combat had practically ceased to exist, and new or
ganizations were created, supplied with all the costly machinery 
of administration, and were sent to the front to replace the 
fragments of veteran organizations whose commanders had be
come skilled in leadership, but who found themselves without 
troops to command. The value of their experience was disre
garded, a premium was placed on ignorance, the Treasury was 
unnecessarily drawn upon, and the integrity of the Union was 
jeopardized. In successive appeals the Government ca1led for 
75,000 militia for three months, 100,000 volunteers for one y~r. 
and 42,834 volunteers for the war. To all of these calls the 
people responded with abundant enthusiasm. 

On the 4th of July, 1861, the Government found at its dis
posal the following heterogeneous mixture of troops : 
Regulars and volunteers enlisted for 3 months and for the war_ 225, 000 
Volunteers for the war__________________________________ 50, 000 
New regiments of the Regular Army_______________________ 25, 000 

Total------~-~------------~-----------~----- 300, 000 

Yet already the enlistments of the three-month men were ex
piring, and the Government at the outset of the campaign was 
compelled to deduct from its fighting forces 80,000, or 26 per 
cent of the enlisted men mustered in. 

The disaster of Bull Run resulted in a call for 500,000 volun
teers to serve for not less than six months nor more than three 
years. So enthusiastic was the response that in 1 62 the Gov
ernment believed that it had secured the service of all men 
nece sary for the prosecution of the war and committed the fatal 
mistake of ceasing to recruit. The Army now amounted to 
600,000 men, and the opinion prevailed that 200,000 men could 
march from Washington to New Orleans without opposition. 
All that was wanted was for some one to command "Forward, 
march.'' Had the directors of the Federal policy but turned 
to the record of our past experience they would have seen that 
means must be provided for supplying the fearful wastage in 
an aggressive campaign, and that if 600,000 men were needed 
to meet the enemy, every effort of the Government should have 
been directed toward maintaining that number on the battle 
front of the Nation's armies. But what happened? For answer 
let us turn to the Records of the Rebellion and open any vol
ume covering the period of 1863. The campaign of Vicksburg 
will suffice for the purpose. On pages 579 and 580, volume 24, 
part 2, Records of the Rebellion, the report of Brig. Gen. 0 ter
haus, United States Army, commanding the Ninth Division, 
shows the following : 
First Brigade : . ' 

Forty-ninth Indiana Regiment_ ______________________ 307 
Sixty-ninth Indiana Reaiinent ---------------------- 216 Seventh Kentucky Regiment_ _______________________ 19!) 
One hundred and twentieth Ohio Regiment_ __________ 386 

-- 1, 108 
Second Brigade : 

Fifty-fourth Indiana Regiment_ ____________________ 24!l 
Twenty-second Ohio Regiment_ _____________________ 266 
Sixteentlr Ohio Regiment_ __________________________ 359 
Forty-second Ohio Regiment_ _______________________ 434 

-- 1,304 

2,412 

The minimum strength of two Infantry brigades should have 
been 7,840 enlisted men, and it should have been the policy of 
the Government to maintain them constantly at . that strength 
by a process of recruiting conducted at the home depots; but 
no home depots existed. 

Again, we find the following re.turn of the Department of Ten
nessee, Maj. Gen. U. S. Grant commanding, on May 31, 1 63, 
near Vicksburg, Miss. : 

hesent Aggr~gate 
for duty, Aggregate present 
enlisted present. and 

men. absent. 

THIRTEENTH ARMY CORPS. 

~:.~~i~~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ' ~;~~~ !;~~ ~;~ 
Twelfth Di-vision .. _................................ 3, 430 4, 280 6, 239 
Fourteenth 'Division .•.•.. _ ......... _ ..........•.... __ 2_, 7_fr7_. __ 4_, 2_37_, ___ s_,_45_5 

Total. ..... _.................................. 12, 427 16,650 25,446 
l----i~---,1-~-= 

FIFTEENTH AltMY CORPS. 

First Division... ........ ........................... 5,043 6,629 10,303 

~~~dD~~~~~::::~::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::::: !;~ g;m ~;fil 
Total ••••• ·-···-········-····················j 13,817 17,487 27,134 



1912. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 9969 

Pre3ent Aggregate 
forduty, Aggregate present 
enlisted present. and 

men. absent. 

SIXTE.ENTH ARMY CORPS. 

First Di vi~ion ................................... . . . 
Third Division .................................... . 
Fourth Division ................................... . 

7,282 8;796 11,862 
5,507 7,140 9,040 
5,943 6,966 9,859 

Total. ....................................... . 18, 732 22, 90'2 30, 761 
SEVENTEENTH ARMY CORPS. ----------

5,294 6,.611 9,981 
4,225 5, 141 6,979 
3,967 5,084 7,971 

Third Division .................................... . 
Sixth Division ..................................... . 
Seventh Division .................................. . 

. . ---------
Total ........................................ . 13,486 17, 836 24,931 

Exact information as to arrival of recruits is not available, 
and exact comparisons are therefore not possible, but some 
idea of the operation of the system can be secured by compari
sion of the preceding table with the following taken from 
the Hecords of the Rebellion; volume 24, part 3, pages 567 
to 568, as shown in the return of the Department of Tennes
see, Maj. Gen. U. S. Grant commanding, for the month of 
July, 1863, one month after the rendition of the preceding 
report: 

THIRTEENTH ARMY CORPS. 

Tenth Division ... · .. ." ............................... . 
Twelfth Division ................................... . 

Total. ........................................ . 

FlFTEENTH ARMY CORPS. 

First Division ...................................... . 
Second Division .................................... . 

Present Aggregate 
for duty Aggregate pr&ent 
enlisted present. and 

men. absent. 

2, 788 
3,605 

6,393 

4,363 
4,337 

4,098 
4,546 

8,644 

6,419 
5,655 

6,406 
6,918 

12,324 

Third Division.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • 
Fourth Division ...•................................. 

3,419 
5, 796 

5,074 
7,642 

9,555 
8,914 
7,004 
8,896 

Total. ........................................ . 

SEVENTEENTH ARMY CORPS. 

Third Division ..................................... . 
Sixth Division ..................................... . 

• Seventh Division ................................... . 

Total. ............................ -· ...... ····· 

17,915 

4,753 
3, 706 
3,007 

11,966 

24, 790 

6,572 
5,124 
4,883 

16,584 

34,369 

9,407 
6,825 
7,411 

23,643 
-------.---

Grand totals, 9 divisions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36, 274 00,018 70,336 

Average ...................................... . 4,031 5,557 7,815 

A little more thnn one year had elapsed since recruiting had 
ceased, yet the average strength of a division present for duty, 
as seen from the aboYe returns, was 4,031 enlisted men, whereas 
the minimum strength of a division in enlisted men (Infantry 
alone) should have been 11, 760, and it should ha ye been the · 
business of the Government to maintain the recrniting system 
so as to supply the wastage as rapidly as it occurred. It is 
fruitless to say that the political situation compelled the Prei::i-

(A) WAR-STRENGTH ORGANIZATJOX. 
om~~: . 

1 colonel----------------------------------------1 lieutenant colonel_ ____________________________ _ 
3 mnjors, $4,000 each ____________________________ _ 
15 captains, $3,120 each _________________ _: _______ _ 
15 first lieutenants, $2,400 each __________________ _ 
l 5 second lieutenants, $1,870 each _____ .:. __________ _ 

$5,000.00 
4,500.00 

12,000.00 
46,800.00 
36,000.00 
28,050.00 

Total-----------------------------------------~~ 

Noncommissioned officers : 
1 .sergeant major (third enlistment)---------------- !53. 00 
1 quartermaster sergeant (third enlistment)_________ 53. 00 
1 commissary sergeant (third enlistment)___________ 53. 00 
3 battalion sergeants major, $48 each (third enlist-
ment--------------------~-------------------- 14~00 

2 color sergeants, $48 each (third enlistment)_______ 96. 00 
-----

Total_______________________________________ 390.00 
Total for year ------------------------------- 4, 78S. 00 

Ban·d: 
1 chief musician (third enlistment)________________ 83. 00 
1 principal musician ( thi~d enlistment)_____________ 48. 00 
1 drum major (second enhstm.ent) ------------------ 40. 00 
4 sergeants (second enlistment), $40 each___________ 160. 00 
8 corporals (seconq enlistment), $33 each___________ 264. 00 
1 cook (second enlistment) _______________________ _. 33. 00 

• 12 privates (second enlistment), $24 each___________ 288. 00 
-----

Total_________________________________________ 916.00 
Total for year--------------------------------- 10, 902. 00 

dent to call for the organization of new regiments to main
tain the nec~ssary force in the field. That which compelled 
his action was the lack of a system to feed the firing line, and 
as statesmen, profiting by the experience of the past, it is our 
sacred duty to see that such a. system is provided for the future. 
We should treat the matter of Army organization as a purely 
business proposition and remove while we may the causes which 
will otherwise render -certain a repetition of the conditions fo 
which I have referred. 

We have lived through one war since the dark days of the 
Rebellion, yet the experience of 1898 shows that practically all 
remains yet to be done. War was declared with Spain on April 
21, 1898. On April 26 Congress added two companies to each 
regiment of Infantry, increasing the number of companies in 
each regiment from 10 to 12, and authorized enlistments to 
increase the Regular Army to 62,59·7 men; but again no ma
chinery was in existence to .supply the extra men demanded by 
the situation, and the returns from the field of battle show that 
we assaulted San Juan on the 1st day of July, 1898, with an 
average of 556 enlisted men in the Infantry regiments partid
pating in the attack, whereas the enlisted strength of each 
should have been 1,272. 

The following table shows the strength of the regiments 
concerned: 

Enlistea men present for duty equipped. 
Sixteenth United States Infantry___________________________ 65:5 
Sixth United States Infantry_______________________________ 49~~ Seventy-first l ew York Infantry ___________________________ _ 
Second United States Infantry______________________________ 618 
Tenth United States Infantry ------------------------------ 43~ 
Twenty-first United States Infantry_________________________ 441 
Ninth United States Infantry______________________________ 445 
'.rhirteenth United States Infantry__________________________ 441 
Twenty-fourth United States Infantry_______________________ 51G 
Eighth United States InfantrY-----,------------------------- 487 
Twenty-second United States Infantry ___ ·____________________ 4866~ Second Massachusetts InfantrY---------------------------~- ~ 
First nited States Infantry_______________________________ 43S 
Fourth United States Infantry_____________________________ 444 
Twenty-fifth United States Infantry________________________ 50:) 
Seventh United States Infantry____________________________ 81>1 
Twelfth United States Infantry____________________________ 564 
Seventeenth United States Infantry_________________________ 48~ 
Thil·d United States Infantry_______________________________ 464 
Twentieth United States InfantrY-------------------------- 573 

Total----------------------~----------------------- 11, 113 
Average per regiment_______________________________ 556 

(Campaign of Santiago de Cuba, voL 3, pp. 214, 215, 216, 217.) 
It will be seen from the foregoing outline of history of our 

wars that the organization of the Army has always res1llted in 
maintaining in the field a minimum organization in rifles re
quiring a maximum burden of overhead charges. In order that 
the exact effect of this policy in dollars and cents may be seen 
I haYe had drawn up in parallel columns an exact statement of 
the costs inYolYed in maintaining 400,000 Infantry in the field, 
organized at full war strength according to the act of Febru
ary 2, 1901, and in maintaining, the same number of riflemen in 
the field organized into regiments of the same a Yerage strength 
as those engaged in the campaign of Santiago in 1898. 

The following comparison is made of the co~t of 400,000 In· 
fantry (which means 36 ,000 rifles) in the field-(a) if organ
ized with ranks full under the act of February 2, 1901; (b) if 
organized in regiw.ents of the actual strength of those which 
participated in the campaign of Santiago : 

(B) SA 'Tl.AGO ORGANIZATION. 
OffiCl'l"S: 1 colonel ________________________________________ $5,000.00 

1 lieutenant coloneL ____________________ --------- 4, 500. 00 
;3 majors; $4,000 each_____________________ ________ 12, 000. 00 
15 captains, $3,120 each__________________________ 46, 800. 00 
J!) first lieutenants, $2,400 each___________ _________ 36, 000. 00 
15 secoJ?.d lieutenants, 1,870 each _______ :.. _____ :-____ 2_8_,_o_5_o_._o_o 

Total------------------------------~---------- 132, S50. 00 

Noncom.missioned officers: , 
1 sergeant major (third enlistment)________________ 153. 00 
1 quartermaster sergeant (third enlistment)-------~- 5;3_ 00 
1 commissary sergeant (third enlistment)----------- 53. 00 
3 battalion sergeants major, $48 each (third enlist-

ment ----------------------------------------- 144. 00 
2 color sergeants, $48 each (third enlistment)_______ 96 .. 00 

-----
Total_______________________________________ 399.00 
Total .for year ------------------------------- 4, 78S. 00 

Band: 
1 chief musician (third enlistment)________________ · 83. 00 
1 principal musician (third enlistment)------------- 48. PO 
1 drum majol' (second enlistment)------------------ 40. 00 
4 sergeants (second enlistment), $40 each___________ 160. 00 
8 corporals (second enlistment), $33 each___________ 264. 00 
1 cook (second enlistment)____ ____________________ 33.00 
12 privates (second enlistment), $24 each___________ 288. 00 

-----
Total_________________________________________ 916.00 
Total for year--------------------------------- 10, 992.00 
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(A) w All·STREXGTH ORGANIZATION-continued. 
Company: 

1 first sergeant (third enlistment)------------------
! quartermaster sergeant (third enlistment) _______ _ 
6 sergeants (third enlistment), $36 eacli _________ _ 
10 corporals (second enlistment), $24 each _________ _ 
2 cooks (second enlistment), $33 each ______________ _ 
2 musicians (second c.nlistment), $18 eaclL _______ _ 
1 artificer (second enlistment)---------------------

Total--------------...i...-----------------------

$53. 00 
36.00 

21~.oo 
240.00 
66.00 
36.00 
24.00 

671.00 

Total for year___________________________ 8, 052. 00 
127 privates, average pay, $193.08_________________ 24, 521. 16 

Pay for 1 year (total in company, 150 men)-------------- 32, 573. 16 
Pay of 12 companies for 1 year ____________________ 390, 877. 92 
Pay of officers for 1 year ____________________________ 132, 350. 00 
Pay of enlisted men : 

8 noncommissioned staff________________________ 4, 788. 00 
i8, 0iana-:------------------;-------------------- 10,992.00 ,t> enlisted men of compames _________________ 390, 877. 92 

Total paY----------------------------------- 539,007.92 

(B) SANTIAGO ORGANIZATIO~-continued. 
Company: 

1 first sergeant (third enlistment)------------------ $53. 00 
1 quartermaster sergeant (third enlistment)_________ 36. 00 
4 sergeants (third enlistment), $36 each____________ 144. 00 
6 corporals (second enlistment), $24 each ___________ • 144. 00 
2 cooks (second enlistment), $33 each_______________ 66. 00 
2 musicians (second enlistment), $18 each__________ 36. 00 
1 artificer (second enlistment)-------------------- 24. 00 

-----
Total ____________________ ~-------------------- 503.00 

Total for year--------------------------------- 6,036.00 
26 privates, average pay, $193.08___________________ 5, 020. 08 

Pay for 1 year (total in company, 43 men)--------------- 11, 056. 08 
Pay of 12 companies for 1 year_ _______________________ 132, 672. 96 
Pay of officers for 1 year------------------------------ 132, 350. 00 
Pay of enlisted men : 

8 noncommissioned staff__________________________ 4, 788. 00 
28 band--------------------------------------- 10,992.00 
520 enlisted men of companies------------------- 132, 672. 96 

Total paY---------------------~--------------- 280,802.96 

Annual cost for subsistence, clothing, fuel, transportation; Annual cost for subsistence, clothing, fuel, transportation; 
mounts, quarterma ter's, sanitary and ordnance supplies mounts, quartermast~' s, sanitary and ordnance supplies 
per annum, for each enlisted man____________________ 210. 93 per annum, for each enlisted man___________________ 210. 93 

'.l'otal for 1,836 men ______________________________ 387, 267. 48 Total for 556 men----------------------------------- 117, 277. 08 

Forage for r egimental boi-ses------------------------- 6, 121. 00 
Loss in horseflesh------------------------------------ 739.55 
Ilorseshoes ----~----------------------------------- 94. 60 

-----
Total_______________________________________ 6,955.15 

Officers: . 
Fuel in field----------------------------------
Sanitation-------------------------------------

Total----------------------------------------
~ost for 50 officers--------------"~------------------

8.00 
9.37 

17.37 
838.50 

===== 
Total cost of maintaining 1,836 enlisted men ·in the field 

per annum: 
PaY--------------------------------------------
Equipment, subsistence, etc--------------------
Forage, horsefiesh, etc _______ ----------------------
Fuel and sanitary supplies, officers _______________ _ 

539,007.92 
387,267.48 

6,955. 15 
865.50 

Total-------------------------------------- 934., 099. 05 

Forage for regimental horses ________________________ ... 6, 121. 00 

~~s:se~x:io:~~~e~_:~~:::::::::::::::::::=::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 7~~: ~g 
-----Total_________________________________________ 6,955.15 

Officers: Fuel in field_ ___________________________________ _ 

San1 tation-----------------,..- _ -----------------

Total----------------------------------------
Cost for 50 officers--------------'----------------

Total cost of maintaining 556 enlisted men In the field 

8.00 
9.37 

17.37 
868.50 

per annum : 
PRY--------------------------------~----------- 280,802.96 Equipment, subsistence, etc ______________________ :__ 117, 277. 08 
Forage, horseflesh, etc-~--------------------------- 6, 955. 15 
Fuel and sanitary supplies, officers________________ 865. 50 

Total ___________ ._ ________ ,_ ________ ~----------4-0-5,-9-. 0-3-. -6-9 
1 

Number of men who may be utilized as riflemen in each Number of men who may be utilized as rifiemen in each I 

33 
12 

396 
$1,025.01 

compaDY------------------------------------------ 128 companY------------------------------------------Number of companies in regiment_____________________ 12 Number of companies in regiment_ ____________________ _ 
Number of rifles available on firing line_________________ 1, 656 Number of rifles available on firing line _________________ _ 
Cost per rifle (934,099.05+1,656) yearlY-----~---------- $564. 07 Cost per ri41e (405,903.69+396) yearly ________________ _ 

Cost of rifle per year in Santiago organization-------------------------------------------------- $1, 025. 01 
Cost of rifle per year, regiments fulL--------------------------------------------------------- 564. 07 
Difference in cost per rlfle per year-------------------------------------------------------- 460. 94 
Difierence in cost per rifle per daY------------------- -------------------------------------- 1. 262 
Difl'erence in cost per day for 400,000 infantry (368,000 rifles) '.___________________________________ 464, 416. 00 
Difference 1n cost per month (30 days)------------------------------------------------------ 13, 932, 480. 00 
Difl'erence in cost per year--------------------:----------------------------------------------- 169, 625, 920. 00 

The following table is preS€nted to show how the cost per 
annum of maintaining a plivate soldier, which is used as a 
basis of cal\!ulation in the preceding table, is arrived at: 
Subsistence, 365 days, at 24 cents per day------------------ $87. 60 
Clothing: 

Allowance for 3 years, $129.88. For 1 year------ $43. 29 
Issue on memorandum receipt of 2 blankets, 2.65 

each, $5.30. Life of blanket, 6 years. Cost for 
1 year-------------------------------------- .88 

Overcoat, $12.38. Life of garment, 6 years. Cost 
for 1 year---------------------------------- 2.06 

Sweater, $2.66. Life of garment, 6 years. Cost 
for 1 year_________________________________ . 44 

Poncho, $2.72. Life of garment, 3 years. Cost 
for 1 year__________________________________ .91 

Miscellaneous ------------------------------- . 23 
Total for 1 year ___________________________________ _ 

Fuel --------------------------------------------------Transportation, average for the entire Army _______________ _ 
Mounts, average for the entire Army ______________________ _ 
Quartermaster supplies, average wear and tear _____________ _ 
San1tary supplies----------------------------------"'-----
Ordnance, worn out ln service-----------------------------

47.81 
8.00 

22.20 
6.20 

10.44 
9.37 

19. 31 

Total--------------------------------------------- 210.93 

The total in the table here presented does not include the cost 
of barracks nor the heating and lighting of same, as this cal
culation pertains to the cost incident to maintaining troops in 
the field only. 

For the benefit of those who have not the time to fully ex
amine the tables the following summary is made : 

Per annum. 
Cost per ri:fie, Spanish-American War ___________________ $1, 025. 01 
Cost per rifle, ranks filled------------------------------ 564. 07 

The difference In cost per rifle-------------------. 460.94 

It will therefore require $169,625,920 more per year to main· 
tain 400,000 Infantry in the field ( 368 000 rifles) with regiments 
depleted as in the Spanish-American War than to maintain the. 
same number of Infantry in the field with the same number of 
rifles if the ranks be filled to war strength, as authorized by~ 
law. ~uch expenditures as these will drive us to bankruptcy i::f j 
we are again confronted with a war of long du.ration. Some 
system must be developed to avoid this suicidal extravagance. 1 

It is scarcely necessary to say to business men that it is far 
better to create in time of peace all the machinery necessary,: 
to accomplish the desired results in time of war. The problem 
is not a simple or easy one, but is one well worth the con· I 
scientious stu-Oy of serious-minded men. For more than a year . 
I ha-ve been giving the subject special attention and have come 
to the conclusion that the most important element in the proper 
-solution of the problem is the creation of a proper military re. 
sen-e. Therefore, on May 15, 1912, I introduced a bill, H. R. 
24601, to provide for a national military reserve. , 

In my humble judgment that bill enacted into law will pro· , 
duce results far-reaching in thejr character and beneficent in 
their operation touching the national defense of this country. 
The basic fact upon which the proposed bill rests is that with 
our Army and militia as at present constituted we each year 
discharge into civil life a large number of trained Regulars and 
twice as many more trained militiamen, a large percentage of 
whom may be utilized for filling the ranks to war strength ; 
within a few days after the outbreak of war, if a rational 
system be de>eloped in time of peace for accomplishing this 
resulL · 

Under the provisions of the bill only such number of these 
men as may be necessary to fill the ranks of the Army and of 
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the militia · to war strength belong to the active or class A 
reserves, the remainder to the inactive or class B reserves. 

In response to a Senate resolution the Secretary of War under 
date of January 15, 1912, transmitted to the Senate certain 
information relative to Army enlistments 'for the 10 years end
ing June 30, 1911, which is published as Senate Document No. 
259, Sixty-second Congress, second session. In this document 
it appears that for the 10 years the average number of men 
discharged by reason of expiration of term of enlistment is 

" 18,103, of which an average of 10,219 reenlist. This leaves 
approximately 8,000 to be discharged annually into class A 
reserre. 

In figuring the number of reserves necessary to raise the 
authorized peace strength of our Army to the war strength, the 
Philippines, Hawaii, Panama, and Alaska may be left out. 

The garrison in the Philippine Islands is to be maintained at 
war strength. It is highly improbable that soldiers discharged 
from regiments . in Hawaii, Pana.ma, or Alaska will remain in 
the vicinity for a sufficient period of time to form an active 
reserve sufficiently numerous to raise these regiments to war 
strength. The necessary men for this purpose must be secured 
by drafts upon class B reserves and by shipments from general 
recruiting depots in the United States. The question, then, as 
to the organization of a reserve will be considered here as 
relating to the garrisons in the United States only. The fol
lowing table indicates for these organizations the reserves needed 
to bring them up to war strength: 

Organization. 

16 regiments of Infantry ............................ . 
12repm.ents of Cavalry ............................. . 
4 regunents of Field Artillery ........... _ ........... . 

~~a;fu~~~':1"-~ -~~~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Author
ized 

strength. 

870 
855 
fr77 

18,471 
2,002 

Number 
of 

War ~:de~ts 
strength. to expand 

to war 
strength. 

1,836 
1,236 
1 186 

19:147 
1,942 

15, 456 
4,572 

836 
676 
60 

Total number of class A reserves needed --··· ........ _ .. ... . .. . . . . 21, GOO 

As approximately 8,000 men will be discharged annually into 
class A reserves, in a period of three years there will be avail
able more than the necessary number of reservists to fill the 
ranks of the Army to war strength. Under section 6 of the 
bill this is done automatically by adopting a contract of enlist
ment requiring three years with the colors and three years with 
the active reserves. Upon the completion of six years'· service
three with the colors and three with the reserves-a~1 further 
obligation under the oath of enlistment ceases. 

In order that it may be known exactly what force may be 
relied upon in case of war, and 1n order that a high degree of 
proficiency in field training may be assured, it is desirable that 
the active or class A reserves be required to join the organiza
tions to which they belong once each year for 10 days' field 
training. The feasibility of doing so is dependent principally 
upon the cost, which may be estimated as follows: 

The reservists will be scattered over the entire country. This 
distribution, for the purposes of rough calculations, may be 
assumed to be uniform. The zone in which reservists from 
any garrison wm be located may be determined by drawing a 
line through points midway between the posts and the next 
garrison. As shown in the table of . distances between posts, 
which I insert in the RECORD without reading, it is found that, 
assuming a uniform distribution of reservists, each active or 
class A reservist would travel an average distance of 87! miles 
in joining his organization, or 175 miles in joining his organiza
tion and then returning to his home. The cost of assembling 
21,600 active reservists for 10 days' training would ·then be as 
follows: · 
Rations-21,600 men, at 24 cents a day for 10 days __________ $51, 840 
Pay-21,600 men, at 55 cents a day for 10 days_____________ 118, 800 
Transportation-21,600 men, 175 miles, at 2.262 cents per mile ___ : _____________________________________________ 86,400 

TotaL------------~-------------------------- 257, 040 
I!, in addition to tbe above, the active reservists be allowed 

$2 per month, or $24 per year, the annual pay for this purpose 
will amount to $518,400, and the total cost of assembling the 
reservists for 10 days' training and of paying them at the above 
rates will amount to $775,440 annually. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Might I ask the gentleman what will be 
the expense if the reserve is not called into the service? 

l\1r. TILSON. The gentleman means if it is not called into 
maneuvers? 

1\!r. ROBINSON. No; I mean the current expenses contem
plated by the gentleman's bill. 
. Mr. TILSON. The current expenses contemplated by the bill 

when not called into service would be $775,000 per year, which 
is sufficient to maintain every organization in the present Army 
at a real war strength. The gentleman will understand that 
our peace strength is much less than what our war strength is. 
This. bill would carry the peace strength of each organization 
in the ranks and the war strength on the rolls, the men making 
up the difference being in a state of furlough, instead of being 
present with their organization. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Then in time of peace we really add 
$775,000 annually to the expense? 

.Mr. TILSON. Yes; in case reservists attend maneuvers 10 
days, but in case they do not this would be decreased about 
one-third. In other words, it costs a little over $500,000 to 
maintain the reserve without maneuvers, but I consider the 
10 days' training each year to be very important 

The transportation and subsistence furnished a soldier on dis
charge includes his actual railroad transportation, tourist 
sleeper accommodations, and rations commuted at the rate of 50 
cents per meal and three meals to a day. 

The following is a tnble showing the actual cost of trans
portation and subsistence between certain central points: 

Railroad Com- Cost 1are cost Tourist mu ta-
to Gov- Miles. sleeper. ti on per 

ernment. rations. mile. 

!-----'- ---------
San Francisco to-

$59. 77 3,11)1 $7.20 $7.50 $0.0233 
29.00 1,955 4.40 6.00 .0201 
42.89 2,482 4.60 6.50 .0217 
50.33 2,810 5.80 "7.50 .0226 
60. 76 3,313 7.20 7.50 .0227 

15.75 912 2.20 1.50 .0213 

New York . . ... ... ................ . 
Leavenworth, Kans ... _._ ........ . 
New Orleans, La ................. . 
Atlanta, Ga ..... . - ................ . 
Boston, Mass ... _ ................. . 

Chica.go to-
N ew Orleans, La-················· 
New York ........................ . 18.52 912 2.00 1.50 . 0241 
-Washington, D. C ......•...... · ... . 16.64 790 1. 75 1.50 .0252 

The average cost per mile per man to the Government for those men 
who are actually furnished railroad ticket and sleeping cax, based on 
upper tourist berth, and rations commuted at $1.50 per day, is $0.02262. 
Ta.bla showing distances between adjacent posts and the average distance 

which must be traveled to arrive at anv given station. 

..A.djacen.t station. Station. 
Dis- Aver- Half 

t.ance. age dis- avdie:z-age 
ta.nee. s-

tance. 
----------!-----------;------·---

{
Monterey .. _ ............... . 

San Francisco. __ . __ ........ Salt Lake City ••.•••........ 
Vancouver .. __ ............. . 

Monterey ... - .•••....•..... {t~ =g~_0_-_-_-_-_ ·_::::::::: 

!
Seattle ..... .. .............. _ 
San Francisco._ .••...••.... 

Vancouver ..•.•.•... ~ -----· G. H. Wright .............. . 
Boise ..................• - .. -

Seattle ................. ----~:i~e~~~~~: :: ::::::: ::: :: 
G. H. Wright .•..••. ---·---{~ancouver ................. . 

Mi53oula. - · · · - · -· -· --· · · -- - ~~t:iiii: :: : :: : :: : : : : : : 
=--'- ~ollowstone ...•••.......... 
=••.uuon. - - · ·····-···· ·· - · · Salt Lake City 

Yellowstone._._ ••. _........ ~~=-e---~: :~::: :: : : : :: : : : 
San Francisco ... _ . _ • _ .•.... 

Douglas ....... _ ......••.... - ~S.:8~:::: ::: ::: : :: : : ::::: 
Whipple Barracks .......... {Huachuca.·· - -· ··----···---
Hnachuca._ .......•......... ~1=~~-.:: ::: :: :: :::::::: :: : 

::_-_::::::::::::::::::::. e~JD~L+rn: 
{

Clark ............•..•....... 
Sam Houston._ - - _ •........ Mcintosh .................. . 

. Sill .... ... ... ...•....•...... 

D. A. RO&<ell •••••• -- • __ • (~~~~-:·:~ ~~~: ~~:::: :: ::: 
~

ackenzie .. __ ....•••... .. .. 
Robinson Meade . - - ··- ····-······ -- ---. - -·- --·-········ usselL ............•....... 

· Crook ... .. . --·········------

!
Sam Houston .. .. ......... . 
Limit westward .......... . 

Sill ...... ·-·-···--·-·-······ L H Il. ots 
. . 0 ······-·-··· · ··· 

Riley ..................... . 

Riley •.............. - --- - --· {~;;~~~~~ ::~::: :: :: : : :: : 

125 } 
823 576 
780 
125 } 317 
509 

i~l - 461 
516 
175 } 257 
339 

iii } 3Z2 

~} 191 

618 } 564 
511 
321 } 469 . 
618 

'i!t27 } 511 621 
525 

ii~ } 319 
150 150 

~ ~ 724 

-501 } 
298 312 
143 

~ )} 367 

~~ 479 
410 

m I 295 248 

m I 360 441 

~6!} 131 273 
E23 

288 

158 

230 

128 

161 

95 

282 

235 

310 

159 

75 

362 

183 

240 

147 

180 

136 
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Table showing distances between adjacent posts, etc.-Continued. 

Station. Adjacent station. 

I R"' ,, 

~venwo<tb • •••••• • ······-/~::::::::::::::::: 
Crook- ••• •• •• •• •• •••••• - • ---1e:s:::::::::::::: 
S llin {Lim.it northward ___ . . ... . . . 

ne g . · ····---·· · · · ······ i1:ri4~e~;_:::::: : :::::::::: 

Sheridan .. ... . ...... .. . . ... {~:~~: :: ::: : : : : : : ::::: :: : : 
Benjamin Harrison.. •. . . ..... 

Benjamin Harrison .. . ...... {~~~~~::: :: : : :: :: : :::: :: 
{

Drady ...................... . 
Wayne • .. . . . ... ............ Benjamin Harrison. .... . ... . 

Sheridan .................•. . 

0 
th {Beniamin Harrison.. . . ...... . 

gle orpe .. . ... .. .. . ...... ii:c~h.!~n~::::::::::::::::: 

::::~r~~~~: : :::: : : :: : : : : : : ii~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Madison Barracks .. •.. . .... ~ntario . . .... .. ............ . 

. lattsburg Barracks ........ . 

Plattsburg Barracks .... . _ .. {1a~ ~~---::::::::::::::: 

Aver- -Hall 
~~. age dis- a~rage 

tance. ~e. 

1341 556 
159 
197 

1591 156 
526 
486 

Wt} 
340 
391 } 
302 
220 
220 } 291 
461 

399 } 
291 
302 

461 } 
454 
153 
153 } 
294 
36 } 

175 
72 } 

204 
71 } 

313 

261 130 

332 166 

310 155 

I 
152 304 

324 162 

330 165 

356 178 

223 112 

106 53 

138 69 

192 96 

~gl~l ~~~~~ ~r:::i~1~1is::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 5
• 

1 ~g 
Average half· distance between stations--------------------~-- 175 

From data gathered by inquiry of a large number of soldiers 
it appears that the emoluments in the bill are sufficient to se
cure the active reserve desired. The maintenance of an active 
reserve sufficient to fill the ranks of the Army to war strength 
at the outbreak of war would therefore cost $775,000 per year, 
and only $518,400 if the reserves are not annually assembled for 
a 10-day encampment. 

The difficulty of keeping track of reservists has been sug
gested as an obstacle in the way of the establishment of such a 
reserve. To administer the affairs of those men by direct cor
respondence with the War Department would probably prove 
impracticable. The highest officer charged with the administra
tion of such affairs should be the division commander, who 
should have authority to transfer reservists from one division 
or one regiment to another in his division, as they change their 
residence, and to transfer the records of reservists accordingly. 
Only such correspondence as must come to the War Depart
ment in the case of enlisted men at the present time should 
come to the War Departm.ent in the case of reservists. 

For practical purposes the localization of regiments will be 
accomplished as soon as the garrisons for the Philippine Islands, 
Hawaii, and Panama have reached their prescribed stations. 
Reservists for each regiment in the United States may then be 
drawn from a well-defined area which will never change. Un
der such circumstances the local commanding officer is the offi
cial most interested in tile maintenance of a local reserve, and 
it is he who should correspond directly with the local reservists, 
the latter forming an actual part of his command to be carried 
on his company reports and returns just as members of his 
actual command at the present time are carried. 

In each company the necessary equipment should be on hand 
for each reservist pertaining to that company, who should re
ceive his equipment when be reports for his annual field work, 
just as is now done in a militia company when men report for 
drill. 

Under this plan reservists become furloughe<l members of 
companies, with reduced pay, and are required to serve annually 
only 10 days with their organizations. No extensive change in 
the existing system of administration is either necessary or 
desirable. · 

What has been said of reservists for the Regular Army ap
plie , with some modifications, to the militia. Neither The .Ad
jutant General of the Army nor the adjutant general of a State 
should be required to keep track of such reservists, except by 
means of the usual company and other reports now required. 
Finally, if the enlistment period for both the Regular Army and 
the Organized l\1ilitia be made six years, three of which are to 
be served with the colors and three to be served on furlough 
with the active or Class A reserves, then the obligation of the 
reservist to return to the colors when so ordered by proper au
thority will be the same as that imposed by the Articles of War 
upon any soldier furloughed from his regular command. 

·A sufficient-number of class A reserves may be maintained to 
fill the ranks to war strength, but more men will be necessary 
to repair the losses in campaign and to form the nucleus of vol
unteeer regiments. Such men are provided for in the inactive 
or cla_ss ~ reser~e~. They should utilize for the purposes of 
orgamzabon, trammg, and equipment the plant and all the 
established machinery of Government employed by the Regular 
Army. Thus, ba~·racks, reservations, and camp sites vacated by 
the Regular Army when the first line moves to the front would 
become points of mobilization for class B reserves and for vol
unteer organizations. Such reservists should· be made up of 
enlisted men discharged from class A reserves and of enlisted 
men. of at least three years' service in the Army, Navy, or 
l\Iari~e Co~·ps _w:ho have been honorably discharged, except for 
physical disabihty, all of whom should be required to take a 
proper oath of enlistment requiring them to join the colors 
~pon proclamation by the President announcing that their serv
ices are needed. These men, being in excess of the statutory 
~trength of the Army, should not be carried upon the rolls but 
m ?rder that exact information may always be available ~s to 
their strength, separate lists of class B reserves should be made 
out by organization commanders in whose districts they reside 
and such lii:;ts, showing names, addJ:>esses, etc., of the reservists: 
should be forwarded periodically to the War Department. 

The provisions of the bill relating to the enlistment of class 
B reserves are sufficiently broad to permit the Secretary of 
'Yar to take the necessary steps to provide for the organiza
tion of such reservists into tactical units in time of peace and 
to permit the assignment of commanders and reserve officers 
ther~to; and it is . provided that the President may, by procla
m~t10~, ~rec~ the mobilization o.f class B reserves at points 
prepared m tllDe of peace for their reception. Officers of class 
B reserves provided for in the bill should be drawn from the 
local regiments of the Regular Army, from graduates of mili
tary institutions at which Army officers are retained as profes
sors of military science u.nd tactics, and from other sources. 
Officers of the Regular Army are to be assigned to the reserve, 
whereas officers drawn from other sources are to be actually 
commissioned therein in the grades of captain and first and 
second lieutenant. 

Membership in class B reserves carries with it no right of 
retirement or retire~ent pay, or pay or allowances of any kind, 
b.ut upon proclamation by the President directing the mobiliza
tion of .reserve~, office~s commissioned in such reserves pass 
at once mto active service as volunteers with the organizations 
to which they belong. 

There will be no difficulty in officering class B reserves with
out additional expense to the National Treasury, but in order 
to keep the ranks filled some advantage should accrue to tbe 
soldier who places his name upon the rolls. 

Nothing can justify a return to the bounty system prncticed 
in the wars to which reference has already been made. No 
greater mistake could be made than that of offering or paying 
a lump sum to any former soldier who presents himself upon 
the outbreak of war. Such a system invites a return to all the 
disgTaceful scenes, the shameful dishonesty, and the ho11eless 
confusion which characterized the bounty period of the Civil 
War. The adoption of such a plan would ultimately compel the 
Government to offer a similar bounty to all who enlisted for the 
war and would, in the event of a great war, add billions to the 
co~t of our. campaigns. In my judgment we may escape all of 
this and still secure the men we desire by following the sound 
and well-established policy which now prevails in the Re<'<'ular 
Army of paying an increased wage to the men of superio~ ex
perience. Thus the private of Infantry receives $15 per month 
in. his fir~t enlistment, $18 in his second enlistment, $21 in his 
third enllstment, and an increase of $1 per month thereafter 
for each enl,istment until in bis seventh enlistment. when be re
ceives $25 per month. This principle is incorporat~ in the 
sections of the bill providing for the organization of cla s B 
reserves. A reasonable inducement is thus offered to enlist in 
such reserve and to remain therein in time of peace, for such re~ 
servist, if called in the event of war, will receive a better wage 
than his brother in arms who declines to become a reservist. 

In secti0n 5 provision is made for officers to command the 
skeleton organization of the class B reserves. Commissions are 
to be given only to captains and first and second lieutenants. 
The principal source of supply will be the milifia and the mili
tary schools at which officers of the Army are detailed as in
structors. Graduates of such schools have received the basic 
education for a military profession but many of the benefits 
resulting therefrom are lost because we have no means of 
utilizing them. The section of the bill touching this subject is 
drawn along the lines adopted for the formation of the Medical 
Reserve Corps of the Army, which has already produced most 
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satisfactory results. The assignm'ent of not more than four
offi.cers of the Regular Army to each regiment of class B re
serves will permit the use of the whole machinery of the regular 
establishment for preserving the records, providing the equip
ment. and perfecting the organization in time of peace of a 
trained force which could be called into the service. 

The force thus created preserves all the features of a volun
teer organization, utilizing the regular service only to the extent 
which expe1ience has shown to ·be necessary in order to secure 
efficiency. With such an organization all of the arms, equip
ment, and so forth, for a volunteer organization may be ac
cumulated in time of peace at the point of mobiiiza.tion, and, 
under the provisions of section 11 of the bill, the necessary de
pots may be established at such points ill orden that recruitment 
may neve1r cease and that a steady flow of enlisted men may be 
maintained to keep the organizations at the front always filled 
to their maximum strength with :fighting men, thus avoidfng a 
repetition of the experience of 1863 and 1898. 

The labor involved and the time consumed in keeping track of 
class B reserves would probably be too great to require of 
officers of the . Tational Guard, though they may be properly 
expected to keep track of class A reserves for_ their own or
ganizations. Therefore no class B reserve for the militia is.. 
proYided for in the bill. 

Finally, in order that the Government may never lose the 
service of a man by the expiration of enlistment almost imme
diately after the outbreak of war, it is provided that all enlist
ments in the Army, the Organized l\lilitia, and in class A and 
class B reserTes shall, regardless of the time of their beginning, 
continue in force ·for one year unless the war sooner terminates. 
A provi ion is also added to the effect that nothing i.n the act 
should be construed to shorten the prescribed period of enlist
ment. 

With this bill enacted into law and its provisions thoroughly 
worked out we could confidently rely upon each organization of 
our Army and Militia being ready at all times should an_ emer
gency: suddenly ari e to take the field at once with ranks- filled 
to war strength with well-trained men. If the emergency should 
proye to be a serious one, we might expect to see within a few 
weeks an additional organization made up from class B reserve 
mobilized: at the same place from which the original organiza
tion had moved out and ready to follow it to the front. 

And bear in mind that only men already trained for their 
duties are thus far included. The importance of ' this feature 
of the plan can be fully appreciated only by those who have kept 
pace with the rapid development of :firearms and the complete 
revolution in military tactics ma.de necessary by the use of 
long-range, high-power, rapid-fire rifles and the still more won
derful improvement in artillery. Fifty years ago soldiers made 
the attack shoulder to shoulder. It would be suicide now. Then 
the trained men could carry with them by physical contact the 
untrained. Now, unless each individual soldier knows his duty, 
there is danger of his lack of training seriously impeding the 
others. 

The plan which I have attempted to outline is _in line wifu 
the true conse.rrntion spirit of our times. With comparatively 
small expense to the Federal Treasury it undertakes to gather 
up a nd keep rearly for use when needed that greatest of military 
resources, heretofore almo t disregarded, the men trained at 
great e:x:pen~e to fight our battles. 

I close as I beg.an by saying that I detest war. I do not 
believe it is imminent and earnestly pray that our people may 
be delivered from it throughout the years to come. Yet my duty 
as a l\Iember of this House and of the great Committee on Mili
tary Affairs has brought me to consider these questions as a 
practical man and legislator, and not as an idealist or a 
dreamer. If L with my responsibility resting upon me, should 
close my eyes to facts as they exist and be content to fold my 
arms in supplication that war may never come again, and then 
it should come and find my country unprepared, I should surely 
fee1 myself subject to the reproach of being an unfaithful as· 
well as unprofitable servant. It is in that spirit I bring these 
observations upon a biIJ which I believe will accomplish much 
toward the solutio~ of one of our serious problems, that of a 
proper, reasonable, and adequate national defense. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. TILSON. I·ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 

in the R"ECORD. 
The CHAIID1Al~~ Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman? [.After a pn.uEe.] The Chair hears none. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will ret>ort the committee 

amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amend, page 2, line 12, by inserting aiter the word " day " the fol

lowing : " Which eight hours shall terminate within nine. hours fJ:om 
the beginning of workday." 

1\fr. MANN. Does the gentleman desire to have that amend
ment adopted in the form in which it is! 

l\fr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Yes; I think it is absolutely, 
necessary because of the statement received from the War De
partment, and indeed testimony given before the committee, that 
they work in some cases 12 to 16 hours, and this amendment is 
necessary in order to correct that. 

·The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendinen t. 

l\fr. SP .A.RKJ\f.AN. I would like to ask. the gentleman in 
charge of the bill if he will not accept an amendment to his 
amendment, reading as follows : 

At the end of line 12, page 2, insert: 
'' Within nine hours from the beginning of workday, except in the 

case ot service which is by its nature non.continuous, or which requires. 
only a portion -of the employee's time, or which is. required only for 
brief periods at intervals; and it shall be unlawful for any officer of 
the United States, or--

1\fr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I would not 
agree to an amendment of that kind. That amendment would 
destroy the entire purpose of the bill. A.s I stated in reply to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], there are many of 
these workmen whose work is not continuous, although they ~re 
on duty continuously, and it ha& been stated to the committee 
in the hearings, and it is also stated from the· War Department. 
that there are many of these men who do net now work more 
than eight hours, and yet they are continuously on duty from. 
12 hours and upward. So that with the amendment suggested. 
by the- gentleman from Florida [Mr. SPA.RKMA. ] the· entire
purpose of the bill would be destroyed. I have no objection 
whatever to an amendment which would exclude from the 
operations of this bill men who are engaged. in tending locks, 
because there are many of those who are not burdened with 
arduous duties, who only ha.v-e to tend to the locks two, three, 
or four times a day, and the remainder of the time they do 
not have to be on duty because they can be notified in plenty of 
time in advance of a vessel approaching the locks and attend to 
their duties there. I have no objection to an exception being 
made to that class of men, if that is the purpose of the gentle
man, but I have un objection .to the amendment i.n the form in 
which it is presented. 

Mr. SP .AR.KMAN. l\Ir. Chairman, I would like to say to 
the committee, while I do not intend myself to press this 
amendment uniess the gentleman will accept it, the suggestion 
was made to me by the Chief of Engineers. · I called attention 
to this matter last Wednesday, when this bill was under dis
cussion, referring at the time to a communication I had from 
the Chief of Engineers on the subject, and I am going to ask 
permission to extend my remarks in the RECORD and insert this 
document, as also a statement which I have since received· 
from the same source, embracing several amendments to the 
bilJ, which that official thinks and which I believe should be 
adopted. One of these I have just read. I would like to insert 
both of these statements in the RECORD in connection with my 
remarks. 

The CH.A..IR1\1AN. The gentleman from Florida [l\Ir. SPARK
MAN] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD by inserting certain papers to which he has referred. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The papers referred to are as follows : 

[Memorandum on H. R. 18787, Sixty-second Congress, second session.J 
WAR DEPARTME...'iT, 

OFFICE OF THE CHIE'li' OF ENGINEERS, 
Washington, July ~, 1912. 

L The Chief of Engineers desires- to invite attention to certain 
features of H. R. 18787, amending the act of August 1, 1892 (27 Stat, 
340) which was favorably reported to the Committee of the Whole 
House on June 18, 1912, from the Committee on Labor, with a com
mittee amendment in lines 12 and 13 of page 2 of the bill, as follows : 
"which eight hours shall terminate within nine hours from beginning 
of workday." 

2. The bearings on. this bill by the Committee on Labor February 20 
to March 9, 1912, show that the intent of the bill, as stated by the 
Hon. w. B. WrLso~, by whom it was introduced in the House, is to 
regulate "the boru·s of labor of men working on the steam shovels, the 
dredges, and the tugs on the Great Lakes and other seaport towns 
in possession of the United States," such employees having been de
clared by the Supreme Court of the United States in Eastern Dredging 
Co. v. the United States and Bay State Dredging Co. v. United States 
(206 U. S., 246) to be beyond the purview of th-e act of August 1, 
1892. '.rhe wording of the bill itself, however, is much broader than its 
declared purpose indicates, and covers " all persons who are now or 
may hereafter be 'illlployed by the Government o.f. the United States or 
the District of Columbia or any contractor or subcontractor in con
structing, maintaining, or improving a river or harbor o.f the United 
States and of the District of Columbia." It will be seen tbat this 
language covers not only the dredge workers for whose benefit the bill 
was introduced, but, while applying only to laborers and mechanics in 
other branches of the service, it applies to all employees eggaged. on 
river and harbor work, of whatever class and designation, no matter 
what may be the conditions of their employment. It will restrict the 
service of alL masters, mates, and crews of all vessels-cooks, cooks' 
helpers, teamsters, and stablemen, and hostlers, the operating forces 
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at lo~_::s, and many other employees whose occupation requires them to 
be subject to call at irregular hours or at times outside the regular 
working day. The conditions of employment of such persons differ 
radically from those of the ordinary laborer or mechanic at work in 
factory. shop, or mine, ot· on buildings or other vorks on shore. The 
latter begin work at a fixed hour, work continuously, and, except for 
the noon hour, without interruption for eight hours, and is then free 
to ~? to bis home until the hour for returning to w,oJ.:k next day. The 
application of the ei~ht-hour law to such employees pre~ents no diffi. 
cultl> and the proposition that it is in principle economically sound is 
not here questioned, but for the other classes of. employees described 
above the conditions are different and the application of the · eight-hout 
law as proposed by the committee will present -great difficulty. . 

3. These employees fall in two general classes: First, those whoi;:e 
employment is irregular and who may be called on to render service 
for short pci·iods at intervals throughout a fairly extended tour of 
duty, the aggregate amount of labor in 24 hours, however, being small; 
and, second, those who are regularly required to render service before 
and after the regular working hours, with a period of idleness during 
the regular working day. Among the first class are l~k attendants 
and operatives on rivers and canals, where tlle actual amount of work 
required is less-...sometimes very much less-than eight hours per day, 
but se1·vice may be req:iired at irregular intervals, depending upon the 
arrival of boats desiring to pass through the locks. These men live in 
Government quarters at the locks,'and, except when actually needed to 
operate the lock to permit the passage of vessels, their time ls entirely 
their own. 'l'hey ar·e paid by the month, regardless of the amount of 
work done, and their aggregate se1·vice is not usually at all burden
some. In the same class are watchmen and persons in supervisory 
positions. and other positions of responsibility, who are liable to be 
called upon at any hour and whose service can not be confined to the 
hours of a regufar working day, such, for example, as masters and 
chief engineers of vessels, who, under _maritime law, are ai all tJmes 
responsible for matters falling within their several jurisdictions and 
can not Ehift this responsibility to others. These men must be subject 
to call at any hom· when the need for the exercise of their functions 
arises. The same is true of assistants in responsible charge of any 
important work. 

4. 'l'he second general class of these employees comprises those whose 
employment requires them to render service before and after the 
regular ibours of a working day in order that the main force may 
work a full day, but who can be, and are, relieved from duty part 
of the 1 imc during the day. Amon!? theEe are employees who start the 
fir-es and get up stenm before working hours in the morning and bank 
tbe fires and clean up for the night after the day's work is done; 
cooks and waiters, hostlers, stablemen and teamsters, boatmen under 
certain conditions, and others. Under the present law the employment 
of such persons is considered to be in conformity with law if the 
aggregate amount ot service rendered does not exceed eight hours per 
day, thou"'h the eight hours may not l.Je consecuti"ye. If the pending 
bill should pass, they can not be called upon to render service after 
the expiration of nine hours from the time they first begin work, 
re~ardless of the amount of leisure intervening. 

5. With regard to all of these men it may safely be said that, except 
in emergcucies, none of them perform more than eight hours of work 
peL· day. So far as this office knows, there Is no general complaint 
!lmong employees of either of these classes as to their present condi
tior;.s of employment and no general demand among them for any 
further legislative restt·ictions upon their services. 

6. The bill now under consideration, especially the committee amend
ment requiring that every man's work must be performed within nine 
boars of the beginning of the workday, will requil"e that in almost all 
cases of frregular employment, as describP.d above, additional men must 
be provided, so that no man will be subject to call during more than 
9 hours of the 24. At all locks three complete operating shifts will 
be required, since boats are liable to pass at any hour, although 
there may not be more than two or three lockages per day. There 
are no quarters for the additional men, and to provide quartei"s and 
to pay the additional men will very largely increase the cost of operat
lng the locks and, in many cases, will result in the establishment 
of what will be practically a free salary list. Cooks and waiters must 
also be- doubled, since under the proposed legislation those who p1·epare 
and serve breakfa t will not be available to prepare and serve suppu 
and clean up the kitchen for the night. A double force of stablemen 
and hostlers will be required, since the man who feeds the animals in 
the morning can not be reqnired to feed them at night, more than nine 
hours later, althou~h be may have done nothing in the interval ; and, 
in short, double shifts will be required for every class of work and in 
every case when the work now done by one shift 'can not be entirely 
completed within nine hours from the time of beginning. This will, in 
many cases, result either in paying two men to do one man's work or 
in reducing the effective hours to considerably less than eight. For 
example, tugs tending dredges. which may be required to place the 
dredge in position for work in the morning, to move it as needed during 
the day, and perhaps return it to its moorings at night, or changing 
crews when shifts are made, must usually be operated for approxi
mately an hour before the dredge begins to dig in the ·morning and 
an hour after the dredge ceases at night. Du1·ing the day, however, the 
tug may be idle a good part of the time. If the work of the tug's crew 
must be performed within nine consecutive hours, either the work of the 
dredge will be cut down to approximately seven hours or a double crew 
must be shipped on the tug to jlo one hour's work. Either of these 
alternatives is economically unsound. The same co.qsiderations fipply 
to tugs and scows engaged in the disposal of material excavated t.y 
di·edges especfally when a long tow is required. The work on these 
boats is intermittent and the periods of rest aggregate a considerable 
part of the ' day. 

7 These remarks concerning the operation of tu"'boats apply with 
almost equal force to the operation of the dredges tt.emselves. Owing 
to the time necessarily consumed in getting into position to work in the 
morning, time lost by delays and interruptions during the day, and the 
time consumed in pulling out of the cut and tying up at the moorings 
for th<? night the dredge must be under steam and . its crew ready for 
duty for approximately 10 or 11 consecutive hours in order to secure 8 
hours of actual dredging work. This matter was fully examined into 
in connection with dredging operations on the Great Lakes last year, 
and the repot·ts from all the officers in charge of suclr work were unani
mously to the effect that under present conditions of operation no man 
on either the dredges or the tugs does regularly morn than 8 hours of 
actual work in the course of the working day and · that from 2 to 3 
hours or more of the period between the time the crew is called to 
work in the morning and the time they quit at night is lost thr·ough 
the causes mentioned. To restrict the period of service of each mem
ber of the crew to within 9 hours from the beginning of the workday 

will therefore either cut down the time of actual work of the dredge 
and of the iGdividual members of the crew to Jess than 8 hours Ol' will 
require the employment of an additiopal shift of men . It should be 
remembered that these employees are paid by the month and are not 
subject to ~oss of pay for lost ti.me, even though the dredge be tied up 
doii;ig nothin~, and that, except m a few cases, they live on the dredge 
durlDg the time she is in commission. The time occupied in placing 
!he dredge in position for work and moving her out of the cut at night 
is analogous to the time occupied by the laborer or mechanic ashore in 
going to and from his place of employment. This time is not counted as 
part of his day's wo1·k, the beginning of which must find him in his ap
pointed place ready to render useful service, and at the end of which
and then only-he ls at liberty to leave that place. By analogy it 
would seem fair to count the time of the dredge worke1· as beginning 
when the dredge pump is started or the dredge dippe1· makes its first 
swing and as ending when actual dredging stops at the end of the day. 

8. The bill, if passed, will apply to the constrnction and repair of 
levees and. revetments on navigable rivers of the United States, whether 
done by hired labor or by contract, and will thus operate to nullify the 
exception made with regard to contracts for such work in. the act ap
proved June 19, 1912 {Public, No. 199, H. R. 9061, this Con~ress) . 
Moreover, as amended by the committee it will prevent the practice fol
lowed in some places of beginning work early and " laying olr" for 
more than one hour in the heat of the day. 

9. Another feature of the matter is the fact that the bill as drnwn 
will apply the eight-hour law with the nine-consecutive-hour limit 
strictly to all members of the crews of all vessels employed on river 
and harbor work, including not only dredaes but dispatcb. boats, tug
boats, inspection boats. and work boats of all kinds. These men are 
universally admitfed to be seamen and are now subject to the same 
conditions of employment as other seamen. This bill as drawn there
fore singles out from among all seamen employed by or on behalf or 
the United States those particular seamen who are engaged upon one 
particula1· kind of work, under one particular branch of the Govern
ment service, and makes them a favored class under the law, thus 
creating among seamen the same kind of discrimination between classes 
as is now complained of by the dredge employees, whose claim is that 
they are virtually artisans and laborers and that under present intec
pretations of the law they are less favored than men in similar lines 
of work on shore. 

10. In view of the considerations above advanced, it is suggf'sted 
that ' if the bill be passed it be first amended by the omission of the 
committee amendment requiring every man's work to be completed 
within nine consecutive hours, and by changing the phraseology "all 
persons * * * employed * * * in constructing, maintaining. 
and improving a river and harbor," so as to make it apply only to 
operators of dredging machinery who live on shore and simply go on 
board the· dredge during the day to perform theil· day's work. This wiil 
accomplish the purpose for which the bill was introduced without in
volving far-1eaching complications, the extent of which can not be fully 
seen. It will distinguish between persons who are engaged simply and 
solely for the mechanical wo1·k of digging a channel and persons who 
are engaged to navigate vessel ; and it will avoid singling out the 
employees of one department of the Government for special favor above 
employees of similar classes who do similar work for other branches of 
the Government service. 

w. H. BIXBY, 
Chief of Engineet·s, United States A.rtny. 

[Memorandum on H. R. 18787, which is a bill to amend the eight-hour 
law of August 1, 1892.] 

WA.R DEPARTME:ST, 
OFFICE OF TH~ CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 

Washington, JuZy so, 1912. 
1. The following amendments are recommended : 
a . In line 10, page 2, change " and" to "or," to agree with phrase

ology in other parts of bill. 
b. In line 9, page 2, strike out " in constructing, maintaining, or im

proving a" and substitute "to perform services similar to those of 
laborers and mechanics in connection with dt·edging {snagging, 01· rock 
excavation), in any," so as to ma.ke the clause read, "and of all persons 
who are now or may hereafter be employed by the Government of the 
United States or the District of Columbia, or any contractor or sub
contractor, to perform services similar to those of laborers and mechan
ics in connection with dredging (snagging, or rock excavation), in any 
river or harbor of the United States or of the District of Columbia." 
Same amendment in lines 17-18, and in line 21, page 2, and in lines 
8-9, and in lines 23-24, page 3. · 

NoTE.-The object of the bill is to bring within the protection of the 
eight-hour law tbe dredge workers who by the decision of the Supr·eme 
Court on May 13, 1907, were declared not to be "labore1·s or mechan
ics employed on any of the public works of the United States " within 
the meaning of the act of August 1, 1892. The amendment suggested 
will cover these men without going so far as to embrace a large variety 
of other employees the conditions of whose employment are such that 
they do not need the protection of the proposed law. 

c. In line 13, pa"'e 2, after "workday," insert " except in the case 
of service which is by its nature noncontinuous, or which requires only 
a portion of the employee's time, or which is required only fo1· brief 
periods, at intervals," so as to make the clause read, " which eight 
hours shall terminate within nine hours from beginning of workday, 
except in the case of service wh.ich is by its nature noncontinuous, or 
which requires only a portion of the employee's time, or which is re-
quired only for brief periods, at intervals." , 

NOTE.-ln the ordinary ca e of regular continuous manual labor 
which this bill is designed to cove1-, the time and attention of the em
ployee must be given to the work from the time be begins work in the 
morning until be quits at night, except for the noon stop for dinner. 
There are, however, many cases among "all persons employed in con
structing, maintaining, or improving a river or har.bor" in which the 
work is necessarily intermittent, and the employee has time during the 
day that is at his own disposal for his own private affairs, or in which 
incidental service of minor character must be i·endered before or after 
hours. Among employees of this character are cooks, cooks' helpers, 
waiters, servants, messengers, day and night watchmen, lock masters 
and lock employees, light keepers on the western rivers, whose duty it 
is to light the lights at nightfall and extinguish them in the morning, 
and keep the lamps cleaned and filled ready for service ; teamsters, who 
are required to feed their horses in the morning before beginning wor~ 
and again in the evening after working hours ; firemen, who start 
bollers in the morning before regular hours and clean boilers or 1·emove 
ashes after regular hours, and others. The proposed amendment, while 



, 1912~ CONGRESSIONAL ~ RECORD~HOUSE. 9975 
1 preserving the general intent ~f the bill, wlll avoid complications in 

the employment of these classes of persons. · . 
d. At the end of section 1, page 2, add the following: "Provided, 

That nothing in this act shall aoply or be construed to apply to i.ier
sons performing directory{ supervlsory.i. technical, clerical, or sub-::!lerical 
dnties, nor to masters, p lots, mates, or other person.a duly articl~d as 
seamen, whose service is governed. by the general navigation laws._ 

NOTE.-This amendment is suggested to take out of the operation of 
the act positions of the class which . the proponents and advocates of 

. the bill apparently had no intention of covering; also the ID;asters and 
crews (other than the dredge workers) o~ vei;;sels regularly I? commis
sion when governed by the general navigation laws. A bill (H. R. 
23673) amending the general laws for the regulation ?~ the employ
ment of seamen is now before the House; and the prov1s10ns of H. R. 
1 787 which would apply the eight-hour law with the nine cons_ecutive 
hour hmit to seamen engaged in river and harbor work, are m con
flict with those of H. R. 2~673 governing seamen in general. Should 
H. n. 18787 be passed without. amendment, it would put seamen who 
may be employed in connection with rivers and harbor work on a dif
ferent basis from other seamen and would prevent the use of 'the ordi

. narv watch-and-watch system which is universally recognized· and 
which is provided for in H. R .. 23673, and would . requ~re seamen on 
river and harbor work to work eight hours consecutively mstead of four 
hours on and four hours of!', as contemplated by the gen~ral naviga
tion laws. It is believed that all persons covered by this proposed 
nmendment render i;:ervices of a character which should reason.ably 
be excepted from the rigid requirements of the bill as drawn, especially 
from the limitation of service to nine consecutive hours; for example, 
men in supervisory positions, who do no manual labor, but who may 
have office work to do or reports to make after hours; clerks, whose 
employment is governed by other law (R. S., 1764-1765) ; masters, pilots, 
and mates wh'J are necessarily responsible and subject to call at all 
hours especiallv on continuous voyages between J?Orts, and one of whom 
must 'be respon"sible for the boat during the entire trip, irrespective of 
hours. · 

W. H . BIXBY, 
Ohief of Engineers, United States Army. 

.Mr. SP .A.RKMAN. Now, 1\Ir. Chairmun, I wish to add that it 
seems to me that if this bill passes the House in its present 
shape it is going to work a great hardship on the Government. 
It will not only cost the Government a great deal more, in my 
opinion a.nd in the opinion .of the engineers, but it is going to 
embarr~ss them very materially in carrying on certain classes 
of river a.nd harbor work. The amendment which the gentle
man says he is willing to accept will not meet. the entire situa- · 
tion. It would meet a part of it, to be sure, but not all. I bad 
hoped that he would accept not only that amendment, but others 
of a similar nature suggested by the Chief of Engineers, and a 
copy of which I furnished to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
BUCHANAN] "this morning. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I will state 
to the o-entleman that I have no objection, so far as I am con
cerned 

0 

to amendment "A" in that document furnished by the 
War Department, or amendment "B "; and certain amendments 
to amendment " D " I would be perfectly willing to agree to; 
but to amendment "C," which is the one the gentleman just 
suggested, I am opposed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Florida 
[Mr. SPARKMAN] has expired. 

Mr. SP ARK.MAN. Mr. Chairman, I suggest--
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 

time of the- gentleman from Florida [Mr. SPABKMAN] be ex
tended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MooRE] asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman 
·trom Florida be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 
· There was no objection. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I would then offer as an amendment, in 
line 10 page 2, changing "and" to "or." 

The' CHAIR.1\IAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. SPABKMAN] that there is an amendment 
pending, and when that amendment. is disposed of his amend
ment will be entertained. 

Mr. SA.BATH. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. SPARKMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. SA.BATH. Did I understand him correctly to state a few 

moments ago that the Engineer Department was opposed to the 
·eight-hour work? 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Not in any sense of the word. As I un
derstand it, they are in favor of all reasonable application of 
the eight-hour principle. But they are of the impression, in fact 
they are pretty firmly convinced, that this bill, as we are pro
posing to pass it here, would ~1ork a great hardship on the 
Government in certain kinds of river and harbor work. 

Mr. SA.BATH. How many hours do the engineers work a 
day? 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I ca.n not ~ay as to that, but I think Gen. 
Bixby and some of the other gentlemen there work 16 hours a 

. day. I fancy I am safe in saying they work more than 8 
hours. 

Mr. SABA.TH. Gen. Bixby and tile rest of them? 
Mr. SPARK.MA..."N'. Oh, the clerks there, perhaps, do not. 
Mr.· SABATH. Then I would say they are o\°erworked and 

need some relief. 
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Mr: SPARKMAN. I am inclined to believe that. And I have 
no doubt the gentleman himself is overworked. He works 
more than eight houi·s a day. But that is neither here nor 
there. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this class of legislation. I 
have no objection to an eight-hour workday. I think the prin
ciple- is sound economically and is beneficial to all. I believe 
that wherever it can be applied to workmen it ought to be ap
plied, and in most cases of continuous work it can easily be 
applied; but in certain classes of river and harbor work it is 
not easy of application and would work a hardship on some. In 
many cases the employee works intermittently a few minutes 
and then stops for perhaps an hour or two. So that it would 
be difficult to apply the eight-hour principle or this nine-hour 
provision to them without entailing a hardship upon the Gov
ernment or its contractor, which is the same thing. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to ask the chairman of the committee a question. I do 
not exactly underE;tand the amendment that he suggested that 
he would not object to. I do not have it before me, and I 
want to ask the gentleman this question: On the Mississippi 
River they have what are called "range lights" in the river. 
There is a man employed by the Government to see that these 
lights are lighted at night and put out in the morning. Now, 
more than nine hours will elapse between the time the man 
goes to put them out in the morning an.d the time when he goes 
back to light them again in the evening, but it will take per
haps only an hour or two in the morning and perhaps only an 
hour or two in the evening. Now, the gentleman, I understand, 
is willing to accept the amendment as offered. I want to ask 
the gentlem·an whether under that amendment that class of 
contractors would be excepted from this nine-hour limitation. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. If they come within the con
struction of "laborers and mechanics," they would not be ex-
empted, and they would still be included. . 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The gentleman under
stands that a man takes a contract, as I understand it, to keep 
these lights burning, and he is paid so much, a very small 
compensation-as I recall, $10 a month. But he takes a con
tract with the Government, and it is in relation to the improve
ment of the navigation of our rivers. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. That part is stricken out in 
the ·amendment, and it is only work in relation to dredging, 
snagging, or rock exca·rntion that would be included in the 
amendment. The other works in connection with rivers and 
harbors would be excluded, and the maintenance would be ex
cluded from the operation of it. Nothing would be included 
except the dredging and snagging and excavation, as the intent 
and purpose of the authors of the bill and the committee was 
to apply the eight-hour workday to the dredgemen, because the 
Supreme Court had held that they were not laborers or me
chanics, but were seamen, and consequently the general eight
hour law did not apply to them. rersonally I have no objec
tion to the bill being amended so that it applies' to the dredg
ing work alone. 

l\Ir. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Under the amendment, 
as I understand the gentleman, this lamplighter would not, in 
his opinion, be limited by this nine-hour provsion? The same 
man could go in the morning and put the lamp out and return 
in the afternoon to light it, more than nine hours apart? 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. That would not, in my judg
ment, be considered as wori.. in connection with snagging und 
dredging and rock excav-ation; and it not being either of these 
three, it would not change existing law as applying to them. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. l\lr. Chairman, may we have 
that a~endment reported? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has already been reported, 
but the Clerk will again report it. 

The amendment was again read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the nmend

ment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 

following amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman :from Mississippi [Mr. 

HUMPHREYS] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Add, after the word "emergency,'' in line 24, page 2, the following 

proviso : "Provided, That the construction or repair of levees or revet
ments necessary for protection against floods or overflows on the navi
gable waters of the United States shall be considered to be extraordin!J.ry 
emergency work within t~e meaning of this act." 

Mr. HUMPEREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, in the 
river and ha:rbor bill which has recently become a law this 
provision was carried, because the House believe<l that that 
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character of work was extraordinary emergency work. In the 
eight-hour law whkh was passed by the House a few weeks ago, 
known as the Hughes bill, there was also a provision, incor
porated in the Senate and agreed to by the House, which ex
cepted from the eight-hour limitation work done on levees and 
revetments to p1·event iloods on the navigable streams of the 
country. 

Contractors who are engaged in this work believed that that 
was emergency work, b~au e there are only a few months in 
the year in which such work can be done on the levees to pi-o
tect the country from overflow, and they :proceeded upon the 
theory that that was always emergency work. But the Su
pi-eme Comt, last fall, in construing that st.atute, said that as 
it was a c-0ntinuing emergency, an emergency that was always 
present, as the work of levee building was -continuous, in the 
opinion of the court Congress did not intend to except it by the 
u e of the words " extraordinary emergency,'' and it therefore 
declared that all levee work came within the limitations of the 
eight-hour law. 

As a matter of fact, whate·rnr it may be as .a ma.tter of law, 
the building of levees to protect the country: from floods is an 
extraordinary emergency, because there are only a few months 
in the year when this work can be done. We have all seen lll 
the past few months what calamitous results may follow if the 
work is not prosecuted, and prosecuted vigorously, in the months 
in which it can be done. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAill::.MAN. Does the gentleman from l\fississippi yield 

to the g-entleman from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. HUMPHREYS -0f Mississippi. Yes. 
Mr. BOWMAN. If the work described by the gentleman ls 

continuous, why is it not possible to haYe three shifts of eight 
hours each? 

1\Ir. HUMPHREYS of .Mississippi. It is. It is possible to 
have three shifts of eight hours always on .all work. There 
never was .any extraordinary emergency where it was not pos
sible to ha-ve thl:ee shifts of eight hours each. The question 
is not whether it is possible or not. The question is whether 
it is desirable to require it. , 

Gentlemen will understand that this work is in no way per-
formed by skilled labor. It is performed, a.s a rule, by the 
farmers in the neighborhood. It simply consists in hauling 
dirt and dumping it onto the levees. Unless it can be done in 
the months when there is no high water and before the rainy 
season sets in it can not be done in time. This year the condi
tions proved to be calamitous to such an extent that at one 
time the Secretary of War reported that he was feeding and 
housing 100,000 people who had been rendered homeless by the 
breaks in the levees. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Do.es not the gentleman think 
the words " except in case of e:xti·aordinary emergency " cover 
the very point he makes? I think the bill covers his point. 

'the CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has .expired~ 
1\Ir. SISSON. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague 

have five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ' 

SrnsoN] asks unanimous consent that llis colleague [Mr. BuM-
J?HREYS] have five minutes more. ls there '()bjection1 ; 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It seems to me that the gen

tleman's amendment is already ~overed by the bill. The gen
tleman cites the particular instance of the levees of the Missis
sippi River. There might be emergencies in other places, so 
that the specification of the Mississippi River in the bill might 
work a hardship in other extraordinary emergencies. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The amendment does not 
specify the Mississippi River. If refers to all 'fivers, and it is 
the exact language which the House incorporated into the re
cent eight-hour law, and it is the language which we put into 
the river and harbor bill, because we believed as a matter of 
fact that this is extraordinary emergency work, although the 
court, very properly, perhaps, decided under the language of the 
law that it is not extraordinary -emergency work. 

:Mr. BOWMAN. Will the gentleman yield for one other ques
tion? 

Mr. IIU.MPHREYS of Mississippi. Yes. 
1\Ir. BOW1\I.AN. The present spe.aker has had some experience 

in the sort of work the gentleman speaks of, and it is very 
exhausting. I do not think any man ought to he ke.pt .at that 
kind of work more than eight hours. 

1\Ir. HUMPHREYS of Mississlppi. The gentfoma11 understands 
that you can not require anybody to work on that kind of work 
more than eight hours unless he wants to do it; but the little 
farmers around there, when they lay by their crops; are nll very 
anxious to get. at this work, and they start out in the mornlng 

early; a.nd if they can work only eight hours they have to cea~ 
work long before sundown, knowing that the two or three hofil"S 
during whieh they must :remain idle may mean that the floods 
will come down the river and break the levees and destroy thek 
property. -

As to ·the three shifts of men, of course you can not build 
levees at night. It would be out of the question to undertake to 
light up that whole levee line so that they eould work at night. 
They simply work in the daytime. · 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. Right there on that point, does not 
the gentleman think the last two lines on page 2 of this bill 
cover the very proposition whlch the gentleman speaks of? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS <>f l\Iississippi. No. 
Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Except in extrnordinary 

emergencies. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of l\IississippL I thought so, and we un

dertook in that way to .allow more than eight hours' worlt. 
The parties were indicted and the case finally got to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and they held that the building of 
levees to prevent iloods along the Mi sissippi River was not 
extraordinary emergency .work. Whatever the facts are, th1! 
court has held that to be the law. I hope there will be no 
objection to this amendment. We put it in the river and harbor 
bill, we _put it in the -Other eight-hour law, and certainly noth
ing has arisen since then to make it less desirable now than it 
has been in the past, when it was placed on these other two 
bills. I hope therefore that the House will agree to ·put it ln 
this bill, just as they -wrote it into both of the others. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this 
amendment, for the reason that the bill now prondes for the 
exception of extraordinary emergency work. The smtement of 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HUMPHREYS] leads me to 
believe ' that the amendment put in the river nnd harbor bill 
was not for an emergency. Where there was a real emergency, 
and it was necessary to work 10 or 12 hours a day in order 
to save life and property, that probably could be done; but 
from the remarks of the gentleman from Mississippi [1\Ir. 
HUMPHREYS J it appears that this work is only made emergency 
work owing to the fact that that amendment went into the bill. 
It seems to me this provisi-0n in the present bill is ample to 
protect extraordinary emergency work-that is) work which 
needs to be expedited in order to save life and property. .As 
I understand it, ordinary levee work is not extraordinary emer
gency work. It is not necessary to work more than one shift, 
and therefore, in my judgment, the eight-hour law ought to 
apply to it. If we are going to make this an exception, we 
probably will have a demand in the near future for another 
eight-hour bill. By all means let us try to get this bill so that 
it will apply to Government work and cover a.11 that is intended 
to be covered by Congress, and not let amendments be inserted 
here which, in my judgment, would annul the law so far as 
lev-ee work is concerned. In a case where it is necessary to 
p1•otect life and property, where there is a great flood threat
ened, or where, as recently occmred, the levees are destroyed 
and the water is overflowing the country, destroying pro,Perty 
and creating a condition that is unhealthful and will result in 
preventing farmers from raising crops, that is an emergeney. 
That is why I made no objection in regard to the present levee 
work, (!aused, as I understand it, by the washing -0ut of the 
levees, which makes it n-ecessary :to strengthen them and make 
them higher. Where it is necessary to mak.e the levees higher 
it does not .seem to me to be extraordinary ·emergency work, 
-and if it is this bill is suffic;ient, where it says that extraordinary 
emergency work shall be excepted. 

l\Ir. BOWMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
until I can ask a question of the gentleman from Mississippi? 

M:r. BUCH.AN.AN. l\lr. Chairman, the gentl man can get time 
in his own right. 

The CH.AIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Dlinois 
has expired. 

l\Ir. HUMPHRElYS of .Mississippi. · Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Illinois 
be extended for five minutes. 

The CH.AIRl\1.AN. Is there ·objection? 
There was no objection. 
1\Ir. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, a few ·days 

ago we passed a law limiting the hours of daily service of labol'
ers and mechanics employed upon work done for the United 
States, and 'So forth, and provided that in every c-0ntract made 
he'reafte1· in which the United States, and so forth, was a party, 
a provision for -an eight-hour limitation should be incorporated. 
In that law we made the e~ception that it should not apply to 
contracts for the construction or • repair of levees or revet· 
·m-ents necessary for protection ~gainst floods or overflows on 
the navigab1e waters of the United States. 
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. Mr. BUCHANAN. That .was a Senate amendment, was it 
not? 

1\Ir. HUMPHREYS of 1\Iississippi. Yes; to which the House 
unanimously agreed. If the United States can contract for this 
kind of work without incorporating in the contract this eight
hour limitation, why should the eight-hour limitation then be 
applied to the man who makes the contract with the Govern
ment? It occurs to me that if it was good policy then-and 
that was only on the 19th of June last that the bill was ap
pro'"'ed-to incorporate that provision in the bill, it certainly 
ought not to be objectionable now. 

l\Ir. BUCHANAN. 1\Ir. Chairman, I want to say to the gen
tleman that that was accepted, I believe, by those who were 
interested in the bill because they feared further delay and po~
sible defeat of the bill. It was acquiesced in because of the 
fact they thought if they made an effort to secure the approval 
of the Senate to the bill as they wanted it it would probably 
result in delay and possibly in defeating it. So far as this 
eight-hour law is concerned, I want to say that it has been 
demonstrated time and again that more work can be obtained 
in that way than with a longer day. 1\Iuch has been said here 
about the farmer. I honestly believe, from the information I 
have from th·e votes on this question, that if it were left to the 
farmers they would vote for an eight-hour law. In Colorado 
and New York, where this question of eight hour or shorte_r 
workday has been voted on by the people, so that the State 
constitution might be revised to permit the enactment of an 
eight-hour law, the vote has been in favor· of the eight-hour law 
almost three to one, and I have no knowledge of any vote that 
has ever been taken on that question, when it has been put 
clearly to the people, that has not been carried by a large 
majority. 

Ir. HUl\IPHREYS of Mississippi. I am not aware, of 
course, of that situation, and the gentleman is, as to the modus 
operandi by which this amendment was agreed to on the other 
eight-hour bill. The gentleman states that it was put on there 
in order to prevent objection and ·further delay to the bill. 

l\Ir. BUCHANAN. I will say the same thing was done in re
gard to the date it was to take effect-the 1st of January. 
Those who were interested in it wanted it to take effect at an 
earlier date than that, but ratI' cr than take any chances they 
accepted the Senate amendment. 

1\Ir. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman think 
it entirely fair if that is true, if the other eight-hour bil'l was 
passed- through the House by agreeing to exempt this particular 
work from the eight-hour limitation that we should now put it 
in another bill and apply it? 

1\Ir. BUCHANAN. I say that I think it is fair to try a:nd 
get an effective eight-hour law which Congress formerly in
tended and which the people want and this House favors. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has again expired. 

·Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. -Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. I have just looked at the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Mississippi .and I feel that it is 
an amendment that ought to ·be opposed and defeated. It would 
defeat to a large extent the very purpose for which this bill is 
intended. We adopted an eight-hour law for certain Govern
ment employees, in the Post Office, on public works, and else
where, and now propose to extend that law to those who work 
on dredges, who by reason of a Supreme Court decision have 
been held not correctly designated as laborers. This bill pro
poses to cover that provision of the Supreme Court decision. 
If this amendment be adopted, it means that we take out of 
the category of laborers entitled to an eight-hour day the men 
who must necessarily be employed on permanent works pro
tecting the banks of rivers against floods. · It refers not only to 
the men who will work by the hundreds and thousands build
ing up the levees and revetments along the Mississippi in times 
of flood and distress but those who work on e-very other river 
throughout the country, which rivers by reason of legislation and 
the ordinary processes of the engineers' office, will be protected 
against flood when there is no flood. If the amendment meant 
that we were to except those laborers who were called suddenly 
while the waters were flowing in, threatening to destroy human 
life and property, the situation would be different. It applies 
to any permanent work begun this year or any other time by 
way of precautfon against floods that may happen next year or 
a hundred years hence. It is not an emergency amendment, 

_and, if adopted, will release from the provisions of the ·eight
hour law thousands of men who will be engaged upon perma
nent work not only on the Mississippi but on all the other 
rfrers of the country. 

Mr. ~- Mr. Chairruan,.I dislike to see the House take a
backward step on _ the eight-hour -proposition . . I appreciate- the 
diffic}llty which the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hu11i
PHREYS] has stated to the House in reference to levee work, and 
yet the existing law applies to la'bo~ers in that class of work. 
_To now provide that that class of labor should be excepted 
from the law, it seems to me, would be taking a backward step. 
The law now applies to laborers on river and harbor work. 
The purpose of this bill is to make it apply .to these men who 
are called by the Supreme_ Court, and I have no doubt that that 
is correct, seamen; but to say that it shall not apply to laborers 
in the future is to say that Congress is -endeavoring to repeal 
that provision of the law ·that has been on the statute books 
for many years. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The law that passed in 
June excepts this work. 

l\Ir. MANN. The law that we passed in June excepts this 
work, but that law specifically provides, if I remember cor
rectly, that it shall not take out from under the eight-hovr law 
anyone who is included under the eight-hour law under this · 
original act. It does nut repeal any provision of the original 
u~ . 

1\Ir. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. But it provides that such 
contracts need not embrace this eight-hour limitation. 

Mr. MANN. Under that law; but the original 'eight-hour law 
passed in 1891 or 1892, I believe, expressly applies to contracts 
with laborers, employees either by the Government or by con
tractors, and puts that labor on . the eight-hour basis, and it 
has been on an eight-hour basis all that time. Now, as to 
emergency work like happened this spring. The eight-honr 
law does not apply to that case. That is a case of extraordi· 
uary emergency. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. We have proceeded ever 
since 1892 and have always proceeded upon the theory that 
levee building was an ex:traorclinary emergency work, and we 
proceeded upon that theory until the past year, when the 
Supreme Court decided otherwise. Thereupon the very first 
opportunity which arose where · the matter was pertinent this 
Congress excepted levee work in the river and harbor bill, and 
then in the first eight-hour law afterwards we excepted it, and 
it occurs to me, having ascertained that this is not emergency 
work, which we have heretofore thought it was, it would be no 
step backward now to declare the law to be what we thought it 
was all the while. " 

1\Ir. MANN. I will say there was no vote in the House on 
that proposition as an amendment of the eight-hour law re· 
cently passed here or as an amendment to the river and harbo1· 
bill. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. There was no objection. 
l\Ir. 1\IANN. Both items were inserted in the Senate or in 

conference, and the House never had a chance at all. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The matter was called 

to the attention of the House by the gentleman from Illinois 
himself. 

Mr. MANN. Yes; but I was not willing to vote against tho 
conference report on the river and harbor bill, knowing .prob
ably we would have a chance to take care of it on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Chairman, if there has been an excep

tion in connection with construction work on levees and revet
ment not occlil'ring while the water is forcing its way through · 
them, it is time it was changed in the interest of humanity. 
The report on this bill states very distipctly: 

At the present stage of the discussion of reducing the hours of tbe 
workday it is no longer necessary to set out to pr<>ve the benefits to 
mank.ind gained everywhere in industrial life through cutting off aII 
the hours of employment above eight. _ 

That character of employment is very exhausting work; and 
I do not think there should be any exception made in this case. 
A vote should be had in this House to decide whether or not 
such an exception should be made. - · 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. 1\Ir. Chairman, I move that 
all debate on this seetion close in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
that all debate on this section close in five minutes. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE. SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. SHACKLEFORD having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message .from tlie 
Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed bill of the following title, in which the con
currence of the House of Representatives was requested. 

S. 7209. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River· at the town site of Sartell, M~. 
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SENATE BILL BEFEBBED. 

- Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following 
title was taken :from the Speaker's table and referred to its 

-appropriate committee, as indicated below: 
S. 7209. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 

across the Mississippi River at the town site of Sartell, Minn.; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs the gentleman's pardon. 
The gentleman from Illinois did have the floor. 

.l\Ir. SP ..A.RKMAN. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois 
[M.r. MANN] that I do not think those words embrace seamen 
~any. sense. I think the language is drawn for the purpose of 
mcluding seamen. There is a large class of employees who 
work on dredges that are not seamen in any sense. 

l\Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania. .And are not seamen in any 
LIMITATION OF HOURS OF EMPLOYEES ON PUBLIC WORKS. sense. 

The committee resumed its session: Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, the trouble we encounter 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment and the necessity for this bill is that the Supreme Court has 

offered by the gentleman from l\fississippi. rendered a decision that they are seamen. If they are, I think 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. there are some grounds for doubting whether this is n wise 
l\fr. SPARKMAN. If the gentleman in charge of the bill amendment to which to agree. .Any way, it make it uncertain 

is willing to accept some amendments which-- to me whether or not it will cover the grounds we wi h it to 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman rise to offer an cover, taking into consideration the decision as rendered by the 

amendment? Supreme .Court. Is not the purpose of this to exclude cook 
waiters, watchmen, and so forth? ' Mr. SPARKMAN. I am going to offer the following amend-

ment: In line 10, page 2, change the word " and" to "or." l\Ir. SPARKMAN. All such employees as those; yes. Those 
The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Florida send his who work on dredges, for instance, and in similar work. 

amendment to the Clerk's desk. Mr. BUCHANAl'f. And .lock tenders? Why could we not 
Mr. SPARKMAN. I have not the amendment written. havfe ?-11 ?amendment excluding cooks, waiters, lock tenders, and 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Perhaps I can help the gen- ~ ~rth · . . . 

tleman from Florida, if his amendment is to line 9, page 2. . Mr. SP~KMAN. l\II. Chai.rman, I took this. arnen.dment as 
If the gentleman will permit me, I will offer this amendment it was given. me ~Y. the en~meers and submitted it to. the 
which I think is what he wants. gei;i.tI~an t~1s mormng.. I did not know he had any serious 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. obJect~on to it at tha~ tu;ne. If he had I would have tried to 
The Clerk read as follows: have it conform to his views. 

l\fr. BUCHANAN. I am in harmony with the purposes of this 
amendment As I stated the other day, it seems to me it is 
difficult, due to the rulings of the department officials and 
judges, to know just what we can put in to make it a workable 
law. It would be construed the other way sufficiently, I up
pose, to let them "lubricate" it, but when it comes to getting . 
benefit for the workmen, and reduce hours, and better conditions 
it is mighty har.!1 to get the law applied as it was intended by 
the creators of the law. 

Page 2, line 8, amend, by striking out the words " in constructing, 
maintaining, or improving a" and substitute the following: " to perform 
services similar to those of laboreni and· mechanics in connection with 
dredging (snagging or rock excavation) in any." 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. I would ask the gentleman 
:from Florida to strike out the parentheses. It seems to me the 
parentheses ought to be stricken out. 

.Mr. SPAn.Kl\IAN. I think that is "Very proper. 
Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. With that change, I ha-ve no 

objection to it. 
l\lr. ~'N. Is the gentleman quite sure that will accom

plish what the Supreme Court has decided to be seamen on 
barges? As I understand the gentleman's amendment, it pro
vides that all persons engaged in work similar to that performed 
by laborers or mechanics in dredging, snagging, and so forth. 
The Supreme Court has held, I think properly, that men operat
ing upon a dredge on the water are not labowrs and are not 
mechanics, but are under the designation of seamen. The 
statutes and elsewhere say they are seamen. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman permit me 
to read two sentences which will answer his question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 
l\lr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The object of the bill is to 

bring within the protection of the eight-hour law the dredge 
workers who by the decision of the Supreme Court on May 13, 
1907, were declared not to be "laborers or mechanics employed 
on any of the public works of the United States" within the 
meaning of the act of August 1, 1892. The amendment sug
gested will cover these men without going so far as to embrace 
a large variety of other employees, the conditions of whose em
ployment are such that they do not need the protection of the 
proposed law. 

l\fr. l\IANN. Whose decision is this? 
l\lr. MOORE of P ennsylvania. Well, I have always believed, 

Mr. Chairman, that the Engineers of the United States Army 
are very careful students of the law and make very few moves 
without they are thoroughly advised. It happens that this is 
an expression from the Chief of the United States Army 
Engineers. 
- l\lr. MANN. I have very great respect for his learning as an 

engineer and his learning as a lawyer, yet I am not entirely 
clear that the expression "persons performing work similar to 
laborers" would include seamen. 

l\Ir. WILSON of Pennsylvania.. In my judgment, it would 
not include a seaman in the ordinary sense of the term "sea
man," but it would include that class of workmen in dredging 
work in our rivers and harbors who had prior to that time 
been considered as laborers and mechanics, but which under 
the decision of the Supreme Court were decided to be seamen, 
such as the firemen and the engineers and the laborers in con
nection with the dredging operations. 

The CHAIRl\.IAN. The time of the gentleman from Florida: 
[Mr. SPARKMAN] has expired. 

l\lr. MOORE of Penn ylrnnia. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani
mous consent that the time of the gentleman be extended five 
minutes. 

Mr. MANN. I thought I had the floor, but I yield it. The 
Chair-had started to put the question on the amendment. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. ~lay I ask the gentleman 
from Florida [f)lr. SPARKMAN] a question? 

The CHAIRl\lAN. Does the gentleman from Florida yield 
to the gentleman from l\fississippi? 

l\Ir. SP ARinlAN. I do. 
l\Ir. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. In the work on the Mis

sissippi River particularly-and I suppose it is true on a great 
many other public works-they use a great many teams. The 
contractor hires men to take care of them-to feed them early 
in the morning, for instance. Under your amendment, if it is 
agreed to, will it be unlawful for a man to feed . the teams in 
the morning and feed them again at night, or does your amend
ment except them :from this nine hours limitation? 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I am not sure that it would go as far as 
that. Perhaps it ought to, but the amendment that would have 
CO"Vered that feature is one that the gentlemen in charge of the 
bill will not accept. • They are willing, as I understand,· to 
accept this particular amendment, which ve\·y likely does not 
go to the extent the gentleman suggests. 

Mr. HU:i\IPHREYS of l\Iissisf!ippi. The amendment that is 
now pending does not include teamsters? 

Mr. SPARKMAN. It does not refer to teamsters. 
~r. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Is it the purpose of the 

gentleman when this is disposed of to offer an amendment to 
the bill which does make it possible for the contractor to em
ploy a man lawfully to feed the teams in 'the morning and 
also to feed them at night? 

Mr. SPARKMAN. The provision that I offered awhile ago 
embraced that class of employee . But I do not propose to 
offer any amendments here which those in charge of the bill 
will not accept. 

l\lr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The gentleman, I under· 
stood, did not offer it, but had some discussion with the gentle
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILSON] on the subject. Is it 
not Ws intention to offer such an amendment? 

Mr. SP ARK.MAN. I do not wi h to offer an amendment 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [1\Ir. Wrr.soN] will 
not accept, and I understand he does not feel inclined to accept 
an amendment such as that. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylyania. I want to say if the gentle
man from Florida does not offer the amendment, I will. 

Mr. MANN. That was an amendment to the amendment. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It does not meet the emer

gency raised by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hm1-
PHBEYS]. 

The OHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The questiSl is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. SPARKMAN]. 

The amendment was agreed to~ 
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Mr. SP ARKl\IAN. Just a moment. I want to protect that 

by another -amendment. In line 10, page 2, change the- word 
"and " to the word "or." 

The DHAIR.MAN. The gentleman from Florida offers an 
amendment, '\YhiCh the Clerk will report 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. I have no objection to the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amend, page 2, line 10, by striking out the word " and " and insert

ing the word "or." 

Mr. MANN. What is the purpose of that amendment? 
Mr. SPARKMAN. The intention is to make it agree to the 

amendment just adopted. -
The CHAIIll\fAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend

ment offered by the gentleman from Florida [Mr. SPARKMAN]. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I - desire to 

offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

MooRE] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
• The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 2, line 13, by inserting after the word "workday:" the 
following : " Except in the case of service which is by its nature non
continuous or which requires only a portion of the employee's time, and 
which is required only for brief periods at intervals!' 

The CHAIRM.A.l~. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, does the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania [l\Ir. WILSON] object -to the adoption 
of this amendment? 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. I certainly do. It would de
stroy the entire ,purpose of the bill. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then, in support of the amend
ment, I will simply read the reasons that are given by the de
partment for the amendment to the bill. I am heartily in favor 
of tlle passage of this bill. It is a good measure and yet there 
are some featm·es tha.t might be advantageously added. There
fore I submit these suggestions to my colleague from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. WILSON] and to the House. I read: 

In the ordinary case of regular, -continuous, manual labor which this 
bill j_s designed to cover the time and attention of the employee must 
be given to the work from the time he begins work in the morning until 
he quits o.t night, except for the noon stop for dinner. There are, how
ever, many cases among " all persons employed in eonstructing, main
taining, or improving a river or harbor,. in which the work is neces
sarily intermittent, and the employee has time during the day that is 
at his own disposal for his own private affairs, or in which incidental 
service of minor character mu.st be rendered before or afte'r hours. 
Among employees of this character are cooks, cooks' helpers, waiters, 
servants, messengers, day and night watchmen, lock masters, and luck 
employees; light keepers on the western rivers, whose duty it is to light 
the lights at nightfall and extinguish them in the morning and keep 
the lamps cleaned and filled ready for service ; teamsters, who are re
quired to feed their horses in the morning before beginning work and 
again in the evening after working hours ; firemen, who start boilers in 
the morning before regular hours and clean boilers or remove ashes 
after regular hours ; and others. Tbe proposed amendment, while pre
serving the general intent of the bill, will avoid complications in the 
employment of these classes of persons. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these are the reasons assigned by officers 
of the Government who have charge of these public works, and 
it does seem to me that in the instances given perhaps there 
ought to be some latitude; where, for instance, a man is em
ployed to come in and light the fiI'.eS in the boilers in the morn
ing, and goes away and then comes back and banks them at 
night; or, in the case referred to by the gentleman from Mis
sissippi [Mr. HUMPHREYS], where a man is employed to feed 
the horses one hour, and then goes away and c-0mes back later 
and feeds them again. It seems to me these. are cases where 
there might fairly be an exception and where the department 
ought to have some discretion, especially since a penalty is im
posed upon the employing officer-a _penalty which involves fine 
and imprisonment. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, tlle difficulty 
with the amendment submitted by the gentleman is that it 
covers a great deal more than is cited in the letter that hEf has 
just quoted from. It not only covers men who have to start 
the fires in the morning in the boiler room, before the day's 
work in general begins, and to the stablemen and .hostlers and 
to the lock tenders who are employed only a part of the time, 
but it also includes all of the men employed <>n the dredges; 
and I want to quote from the same letter that the gentleman 
quoted from in order to show that the officers in charge realize 
that fact. In that letter this statement is made: 

This matter was only e~amined into in connection with dredging op
erations on the GreJJ.t Lakes last year, and the reports from all the offi
cers in charge of such work were unanimously to the effect that under 
the present conditions of operation no man on either the dredges or the. 
tugs does regularly more than eight hours' actual work in tbe course 
of a working day, and that from two to three hours or more of the 
period between the time he is called to work in the morning and the 
time he quits work at night are lost through theecauses mentioned. 

So that, if the exception that the gentleman propose-s is in
cluded in the bill, it will not only take with it the hostlers and 
stablemen and lock tenders, but it will also take with it the 
dredgemen, the very men that are sought to be reached by this 
bill. I hppe, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that the amendment will 
not be agreed to. -

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gen
tleman yield before he takes his seat? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to his colleague? . 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I happen to know that there 

is sometimes great difficulty in the matter of serving meals on 
dredges. How would the gentleman, as an officer, regard the 
duty of a man who waits on the table during the meal hours? 
How would you enforce the eight-hour rule? 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. So far as the culinary de
partment is concerned, I do not see why an eight-hour work
day should not apply, although we have not reached that stage. 
as yet. I do not see why it should apply to lock tenders, who _ 
have only a brief period of time each day to apply to -the work. 
I do not see any reason why it should apply to the stablemen 
and men of that kind, and I have no desire to make it apply to 
them. But when it comes to the culinary department in every 
large institution engaged in dredging operations, the men em
ployed in the culinary department are actively on duty from 14 
to 16 hours a day, they being on duty before the regular day's 
work begins, making ready to get the meals for the men, and 
afterwards to clean up the kitchen and dining room after the 
day's operations are over. So that I see no reason why we 
could not apply it in a practical way to the men engaged in the 
culinary de:partment, and keep two shifts, of 8 hours each, en
gaged for 16 hours. As to the other men that I mentioned, 
there is no urgent necessity for including them. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. But there are instances where 
there might be no service rendered at all, unless you took a 
man whose services were intermittent for an hour or .two and 
engaged him for eight hours. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Then that would be covered 
by this bill. It would be an emergency. 

l\Ir. LEWIS. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIR~fAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

yield to the gentleman from Maryland? 
Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. LEWIS. Is it not a fact, sir, as developed in the hear

ings that took place on this bill before the committee, ·.that 
almost everybody connected with the work, except the super
vising foremen, worked intermittently, and that none of them 
work continuously? And is it not therefore a fact that the 
exceptions sought to be introduced would prove the rule for all 
these employees? 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. That is true, Mr. Chairman, 
and that is what I have been trying to impress upon the gentle
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. MooRE], that his amendment 
would not only include the men who are cited in the quotation 
he makes, but would include all the men engaged in dredging 
operations. 
- The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. MooRE]. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. · Mr. Chairman, I offer an 

amendment, which I send to the Clerk's desk. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, line 24:, add. after the word "-emergency," the following: 
"Provided That noth~ in this act shall apply or be construed to 

apply to pei·sons performrng directory, supervisory, or clerical duties, 
nor to masters, pilots, or mates, or other persons duly articled as sea
men. whose service is governed by the general navigation laws." 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairma.Il, if the gentle
man will strike out that part of his amendment beginning with 
the word "or" and the remainder of it, I will be perfectly will
ing to accept it. 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. That is all. I will consent 
to that modification. 

Mr. MANR I should like to have the amendment reported 
as modified. 

The CHAIRMA..~. The Clerk will report the amendment as 
modified. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
-On page 2, line 24, after tbe word "emergency," insert the following: 
"Provided, That nothin~ in this act shall apply or be construed to 

apply to persons performrng directory, supervisory, or clerical duties, 
-nor to masters, pilots, or mates." 
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· 1\Ir. 1\IOORE of Pennsylvania. I should like to ask the gen
tleman from Louisiana whether he will accept the words '·' tech
nical or subclerical " as an amendment to his amendment. 

l\fr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. I have no objection to ac
cepting those words, but the gentlemen in charge of the bill do 
c·bject to them, and I think it is a pretty good amendment in 
its present form. Therefore I do not insist on putting in those 
words. · 

'.rhe question being taken, the amendment was agreed. ~o. . 
Mr. l\IA.l~N. 1\fr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, m line 

17, after the word "or,'' where it occurs the second time, to 
insert the words " of such." 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, line 17, page 2, by inserting, after the second word "or," the 

words " of such." 

l\lr. MANN. The gentleman will notice that the words "or 
persons employed in constructing " are an insert in the original 
law. If this bill should be enacted in its present form, without 
jnserting those words, it would eliminate the eight-hour ~aw 
from laborers or mechanics engaged in anything except river 
and harbor work. 

The CH.A.IR.l\IAN. The quesFon is on the adoption of the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
!:\fr. MA...i\TN. Then, I move, in line 20, after the word "or," 

where it occurs the second time, to strike out the word "per
sons " and insert the words " any such person." 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, line 20, strike out the word " persons " and insert the words 

" any such person." 

l\fr. l\f.ANN. That amendment is offered for the same reason. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
.!\Ir. MA.l~N. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

word. 
We adopted an amendment in line 9 a while ago, striking out 

the words " in constructing, maintaining, or improving a " and 
making an insert in place of it. To make that at all effective 
it will, of course, have to be carried through the bill. 

. l\fr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. I understood that amend
ments were to be offered wherever those words occur. 

l\fr. MANN. That is the reason I call attention to it. In 
line 21 the same thing comes in. 

l\fr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. It occurs in two other places 
besides that, and I understood that amendments were to be 
offered at those points. 

1\Ir. KENDALL. In line 18. 
l\fr. 1\f.AJ."'\TN. In line 18 and in line 21. 
l\Ir. SPARKMAN. I think an amendment of that kind is 

T"ery proper. 
l\fr. IANN. It does not mean anything without it. 
.Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman expect 

to follow up his amendments at the points suggested? 
Mr. SPARKMAN. No; I had not intended doing so, but I 

lrn.ve no objection to the amendment. 
l\Ir. l\1ANN. Of course, unless it is offered, the section does 

not m'ean anything after we get through with it. I do not care 
to offer the amendment. Let the gentleman do it. 

l\fr. SPARKMAN. l\1r. Chairman, in line 18, I move to strike 
out the words "in constructing, maintaining, or improving a" 
and insert the words " to perform services similar to those of 
laborers and mechanics in connection with dredging, snagging, 
or rock excaT"ation in any." 

l\fr. 1\1Alli"'N. I suggest that the gentleman ask unanimous 
eon ent to strike out the same words in lines 18 and 21 that 
were stricken out in line 9, and insert in lieu thereof the same 
amendment that was inserted in line 9. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is that the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

Mr. SPARKMAN. That is perfectly satisfactory. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk rend as follows: 

, Amend, page 2, line JS, by striki.ng out. th~ words " in construct~ng, 
maintaining, or impr<!vmg a" and msert m heu thereof the. wo~ds 'to 
perform services sim1lar to those of laborers and mechamcs in con
nection with dredging, snagging, or rock excavation in any." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
l\Ir. WILSON of Pennsylvania. 1\Ir. Chairman, I ask unani

mous consent that the same amendment apply in line 21. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 

that the same amendment apply in line 21. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

,The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
VIOLATION OF A.CT BY OFFICER OR CONTRACTOR PUNISHABLE. 

SEC. 2. That any officer or agent of the Government of the United 
States or of the District of Columbia, or any contractor or subcon
tractor wlfose duty it shall be to employ, direct, or control any laborer 
or mechanic employed upon a public work of the United States or of 
the District of Columbia, or any person employed in constructing, main
taining, or improving a river or harbor of the United States or of the 
District of Columbia, who shall intentionally . violate any provision of 
this act, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and for each and 
every such otrense shall, upon conviction, be punished by a fine not to 
exceed $1,000, or by imprisonment for not more than six months, or 
by both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court 
having jurisdiction thereof. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. l\fr. Chairman, I ask unani
mous consent that the same amendment that was agreed to, in 
lines 17 and 18 and line 21 on page 2, be agreed to as applying 
to lines 8 and 9 on page 3. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the amendment agreed to in lines 17 
and 18 and line 21 on page 2 be agreed to as applying to li)fes 
8 and 9 on page 3. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
EXISTING CONTRACTS NOT AFFECTED BY ACT. 

SEC. 3. That the provisions of this act shall not be so construed as 
to in any manner apply to or affect contractors or subcontractors, or 
to limit the hours of daily service of laborers or mechanics engaged 
upon a public work of the nited States or of the District of Colum
bia, or persons employed in constructing, maintaining, or improving a 
river or harbor of the United States or of the District of Columbia, 
for which contracts have been entered into prior to the passing of 
this act. 

l\fr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani
mous consent that the amendment which was agreed to as 
applying to lines 17, 18, and line 21 on page 2 be agreed to as 
applying to lines 23 and 24 on page 3. 

The CHAIRl\1.A.N. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
the committee do now rise and report the bill with the amend
ments to the House, with the recommendation that the amend
ments be agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 

resumed the chair, l\Ir. PAGE, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
187 7 and had instructed him to report the same ba~k to the 
House with sundry amendments, with the recommendation that 
the . amendments be agreed to and that the bill as amended do 
pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate T"ote demanded on any amend
ment? If not, the Chair will put them en grosse. [After a 
pause.] The question is on agreeing to the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 

third reading of the bill as amended . 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of l\Ir. WILSON of Pennsylvania, a motion to recon

sider the \Ote by which the bill was passed was laid on .the 
table. 

LEAVE OF ABSE -cE. 

By unanimous consent, le~ve of absence was granted as 
follows: 

To Mr. LANGLEY, indefinitely, on account of illness. 
To l\Ir. HUGHES of Georgia, for two days, on account of 

sickness. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of 
the following title: 

s. 5545. An act providing for patents on reclamation entries, 
and or other purposes. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. l\1r. Speaker, I move that the House do 

now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 3 

minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 
August 1, 1912, at 12 o'clock noon. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule III, , 
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia, from the Committee on Fo1:eign 

Affairs, to which was :i;eferred the bill (H. Il. 70) to. constitute 
a commission to investigate the purchase of American-grown 
tobacco by the gove. nments of foreign countries, reported the 
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same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1118), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions 

. was discharged from the consideration of the bill. (H. R. 25987) 
to grant an annuity to Annie Neate, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND l\IEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule .XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

. were introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By .Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 26059) to create a board of 

river regulation and to provide a fund for the regulation and 
control of the flow of navigable rivers in aid of interstate com
merce, and as a means to that end to provide for flood preven
tion and protection and for the beneficial use of flood waters 
and for water storage and for the protection of watersheds from 
denudation and erosion and from foi·est fires and for the co
operation of Government services and bureaus with each other 
and . with States, municipalities, and other local agencies; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By .Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 26060) for the relief of 
persons suffering damages by reason of the construction of the 
canal diverting the waters of the Mormon Slough into the 
Calaveras River; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 26061) to amend the general 
pension act of l\fay 11, 1912; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. POU: A bill (H. R. 26062) providing for the erection 
of a statue of Gen. Robert E. Lee, and also a Lincoln peace 
memorial arch over Pennsylvania Avenue, in the city of Wash- · 
ington; to the Committee on the Library. -

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 26063) to amend a.n act en
titled "An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encour
age the industries of the United States, and for other purposes," 
approved August '5, 1909; to the Committee on Ways and .Means. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. '26064) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Noblesville, in the State of Indiana; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 26065) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Lebanon, 
in the State (i)f Indiana; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. . 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (II. R. 26066) supplementing the 
joint resolution of Congress approved April 30, 1908, entitled 
"Joint resolution instructing the Attorney General to institute 
certain suits," etc. ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RAKER: Resolution (H. Res. 655) authorizing and 
directing the Committee on Irrigation to ascertain the present 
condition of the Garden City irrigation project, located in Fin
ney County, Kans., and all matters contained in S. 6784, and 
to make report to the House; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. GRAY: Resolution (H. Res. 656) authorizing the 
payment of a certain sum of money to Grace G. Jackson; to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. FOSTER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 343) authoriz
ing Federal bureaus doing hygienic and demographic work to 
participate in the exhibition to be held in connection with the 
Fifteenth International Congress on Hygiene and Demography; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By l\Ir. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 26067) granting a pension to 

Susan King; to' the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 26008) for the relief of John Samsel; to 

the Committee on l\filita ry Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 26069) granting an increase of pension to 

I\Iary A. Clawson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen['lions. 
By Mr. CRAGO: A bill (H. R. 26070) granting a pension to 

George W. Platter; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. DOREMUS: A bill (H. R. 26071) granting a pension 

to Dora White; to ~he Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 26072) granting an increase of 

pension to Abel Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 26073) 

granting an increase of pension to Alben Swearingen; to the 
Committee on fnyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 26074) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to confer upon Joseph Milton Heller the congressional 
medal of honor; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 26075) for the relief of 
George G. Harris and others; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LINTIDCUM: A bill (H. R. 26076) granting a pen
sion to .Mary Catharine Flynn; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. l\I.AHER: A bill (H. R. 26077) granting an increase of 
pension to l\Iary Brush; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 

By Mr. PEPPER: A bill (H. R. 26078) for the relief of 
Charles S. Kincaid; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By l\ir. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 26079) granting . 
a pension to Charles Rosenkranz; to the Committee on InYalid 
Pensions. · 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 26080) grant
ing an increase of pension to Salome A. Nelson; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\fr. TAGGART: A bill (H. R. 26081) granting a pension to 
William: H. ·watson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

PETITIONS ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule xx:n, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By .Mr. CALDER: l\femorial of the new Seattle Chamber of 

Commerce, of Seattle, Wash., favoring an investigation of the 
foreign and domestic fire insurance corporations of the United 
States; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By l\Ir. DIFENDERFER: Petition of Max Gress with refer
ence to a decision given in his · case; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By .Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Petition of the Committee of Whole
sale Grocers of New York City, favoring reduction of duty 
on raw and refined sugars; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of, the Fourteenth Street Store; the Simpson
Crawford Co.; New York Typographical Union, No. 6; and 
Photo-Engravers' Union, No. 1, of New York City, against 
passage of the Bourne parcel-post bill; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the ·Allied Printing Trades' Council of New 
York State, against passage of the Bourne parcel-post bill; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND : Petition for the relief of George G. 
Harris and others; to the Committee on Claims. 

By l\Ir. PARRAN: Paper in support of bill QI. R. 20456) 
granting a pension to Mary Muller; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Robert Morris Council, No. 41, Order of 
Independrnt Americans, of Germantown. Philadelphia, Pa., fa
voring passage of bill ( H. R. 25309) requiring the flag of the 
United States to be displayed on all lighthouses of the United 
States and insular possessions; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Evidence in support of claim, to ac
company House bill 26054, foi· relief of estate of John l\I. Wright, 
of Madison County, Ala.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SABATH: Memorial of the Polish societies of Chi
cago, ill., against passage of bills restricting immigration; to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of the new Seattle Chamber of Commerce, of 
Seattle, Wash., favoring passage of House bill 357, relative to 
investigation of foreign and domestic fire insurance companies; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Memorial of the Ladies' Aux
iliary of the International Association of Machinists, of Den
ver, Colo., against the treatment of the textile workers in the 
strike at Lawrence, l\fass.; to the Committee on Labor. 

SENATE. 
THURSDAY; August 1, 1912. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G: B. Pierce, D. D. 
Mr. BACON took the chair as President pro tempore under 

the order of the Senate of July 29, 1912. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

ESTIMATE OF APPROPRIATION (S. DOC. NO. ?89): 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. BACON) laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting an estimate of deficiency in the appropriation f r 
"Miscellaneous expenses, Supreme Court, District of Colmnbia." 
for the fiscal year 1912, amounting to $8,349.95, ·which, with 't:i::e 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on AJ?vro
pria.tions and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HO"GSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by J.C. South,. 
its Chief .Olerk, announced that the. House had adopted a repli~ 
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